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The Deportation 
of Jews from Hungary 


to Auschwitz (May — July 1944) 
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Introduction 


The last revisionist writings on the deportation of Hungarian Jews to 
Auschwitz date back more than twenty years: Jiirgen Graf’s article “What 
happened to the Jews Who Were Deported to Auschwitz but Were Not 
Registered There?” (Graf 2000a&b) and the related response by Arthur 
Butz. titled “A Reply to Jiirgen Graf: On the 1944 Deportations of Hungar- 
ian Jews,” plus the articles by Richard A. Widmann and Samuel Crowell, 
headlined “Transfers to the Reich. The Unregistered Inmates of Auschwitz” 
and “Beyond Auschwitz: New Light on the Fate of the Hungarian Jews,” 
respectively. My contribution to this exchange was the 2001 article head- 
lined “The Deportation of Hungarian Jews from May to July 1944.” 

In 2002 appeared Christian Gerlach and Gotz Aly’s book whose Ger- 
man title translates to The Final Chapter: Realpolitik, Ideology and the 
Murder of Hungarian Jews 1944-1945, in which they mentioned a hitherto 
unknown document they had found in the archives of the Yad Vashem In- 
stitute. The German headline of this document translates to “Compilation 
of the transports /men/ arriving in Concentration Camp Auschwitz II 
Birkenau in the period from 16 May to 20 Sept. 1944, Lambach, 5 August 
1945. For the correctness: sgd. Leo Glaser, Director of the Insurance Insti- 
tute of the Austrian Federal States, Vienna.” 

In the book, the document is first mentioned in a marginal context (Ger- 
lach/Aly 2004, p. 275, note 133): 

“Trains from Hungary — 141 in all — arrived at Auschwitz almost daily 

from 16 May to I1 July, none during the periods of 19-26 June and 2-6 Ju- 

ly.” 
The second mention is also rather terse (ibid., p. 286): 

“The assumption that the people from the transports arriving at night were 

killed indiscriminately also proves to be clearly wrong. This is shown by 

numerous survivors’ reports and a list newly discovered by us, according 
to which male Hungarian Jews from 141 deportation trains were selected 
as forced laborers in Birkenau between May 16 and July 11, 1944. [note 

185].” 

I will discuss the related note later. After a fleeting mention a few pages 
later (ibid., p. 292, note 221), Gerlach and Aly return to it in their calcula- 
tion of Hungarian Jews — registered and unregistered — who were interned 
at Auschwitz (ibid., p. 294): 
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“All this gives a picture that is as shocking as it is conclusive as to the total 
number of Hungarian Jews selected for forced labor at Auschwitz, and not 
immediately murdered. We estimate them at a little more than 100,000 
people, a quarter of the deportees.” 

Then they note that the number of Hungarian Jews (men and women) rec- 

orded in the A series is 29,210 according to Danuta Czech’s Auschwitz 

Chronicle, and they refer to Glaser’s list as follows: 

“The list of male forced laborers selected from among Hungarian Jews at 

Auschwitz-Birkenau between 16 May and 11 July includes 55,937 men. If 

women made up about half of those ‘selected’ for forced labor," as indi- 

cated by the ratio of Jewish men to women who returned to Hungary after 
the war (see chapter 7), the total number of those provisionally excluded 

from murder may have been about 110,000.” 

In confirmation of this figure, Gerlach and Aly cite two testimonies: 
“Dieter Wisliceny testified after the war that 108,000 Hungarian Jews had 
been selected for forced labor in Auschwitz. Even more serious is the post- 
war statement of Fritz Schmelter, the former head of the ‘Jdgerstab,’ hence 
an important functionary, that about 100,000 Hungarian Jews had been 
used as forced laborers.” (Gerlach/Aly, pp. 295f.) 

The overall balance of Hungarian Jews outlined by the authors is as fol- 

lows: 

“About 110,000 of them were taken to Auschwitz between May and July, 

where most of them were redistributed to other camps. [...] Another 

320,000 Hungarian Jews were murdered in the gas immediately after their 

arrival at Auschwitz-Birkenau. ” (ibid., p. 375) 

The starting point is the transport from Hungary of 437,402 or 434,351 

Jews in 147 trains (ibid., p. 275), of which four trains with 15,000 people 

were diverted to Strasshof, Austria, one to Bergen-Belsen, and one with an 

unknown destination. Therefore, about 425,000 Hungarian Jews arrived at 

Auschwitz.” Subtracting the 110,000 mentioned earlier, they arrive at a 

figure of 320,000 (but it should be 315,000). 

Despite the obvious historiographical force of this disruptive document, 
Gerlach and Aly did not care to prove its authenticity and veracity; indeed, 
they did not even ask who this Leo Glaser was, but merely wrote (ibid., p. 
286): 


' As reflected in Pohl’s telegram to Himmler of 26 May 1944, quoted at the top of the 
page; see Chapter 1.2. 

2 Gerlach/Aly, pp. 275f. The figure of 425,000 is a bit too high, because subtracting from 
the highest figure of deportees (Veesenmayer’s) the four trains with 15,000 deportees of 
the six diverted trains gives (437,402 — 15,000 =) 420,712 deportees, and even less if the 
other two diverted transports are deducted (the one diverted to Bergen-Belsen had 1,690 
deportees). I will return to this later. 
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“The authenticity of this document, which lists the number of male Jews se- 
lected for work from 141 transports from Hungary with the respective day 
(men classified as unfit for work and instantly murdered were certainly not 
registered as such), is confirmed, despite dubious documentation, by its 
correspondence with other documents, especially the match of the dates 
with those of the list of Slovak railroad officials (Braham, Politics, pp. 
1403-1405).” 
This explanation is bafflingly superficial. Even assuming that there is a real 
“match of the dates,” how can this fact prove that the figures given in the 
Glaser list are correct? On the other hand, since the transports from Hunga- 
ry left practically every day (with two breaks from June 19 to 26 and July 2 
to 6, 1944), and KoSice [Kassa], where the “list of Slovak railroad offi- 
cials” was compiled (ibid., p. 275), is about 300 km from Auschwitz, the 
dates of passage through this location could very hardly coincide with the 
dates of departure from Hungary and arrival in Auschwitz. This issue will 
be addressed in Chapter 1.4. 

The section of the book that contains the data I set out above (“‘‘Selec- 
tions’ and mass murder at Auschwitz,” ibid, pp. 274-298) denotes an unu- 
sual lack of critical sense and uncertainty regarding sources. For example, 
the authors devote ample space to the “Report of summer 1944” of an “un- 
known woman from Szolyva’— a rather fanciful account, as I have docu- 
mented in another study (Mattogno 2021b, pp. 198f.) — and claim to estab- 
lish its reliability on the basis of irrelevant details (Gerlach/Aly, pp. 285f.); 
they cite as a reliable witness the notorious impostor Miklés Nyiszli (ibid., 
p. 298); they know Otto Wolken’s “Quarantine List” (to which I will return 
below) only from this secondary source: “H68, Kommandant, p. 163, foot- 
note by the editor Martin Boszat” (ibid., p. 295, note 235. Broszat’s refer- 
ence to the “quarantine station” is on p. 164, though). They also inexplica- 
bly transcribed the file memo about Pohl’s visit to Auschwitz: “‘Construc- 
tion of 6 corpse cremors [crematoria]’ in camp sections Ba I and II,” alt- 
hough that phrase clearly states “Construction of 6 corpse chambers 
[=morgues] in Bal and II” (ibid., p. 294; this is Nuremberg Document NO- 
2359). However, they should be praised for having published the Glaser 
list. 

Gerlach and Aly’s conclusions were promptly noticed by Fritjof Meyer, 
who, the same year, drafted his well-known article, whose German head- 
line translates to “The Number of Victims of Auschwitz. New Insights 
through New Archive Findings.” In it, he observed (Meyer, p. 638): 

“The fate of the deportees from Hungary in 1944 requires its own investi- 

gation. If we rely solely on the information provided by Danuta Czech, 60 

trains arrived at Birkenau between mid-May and early July.*+ Each 
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transport contained 3,000 persons, so that according to this 180,000 would 

have arrived, of whom, according to Czech, 29210 received a registration 

number. 110 000 were transferred to other camps, and according to Czech 

probably 40564 people were killed in the gas in the month of October 1944 

alone.” 

In his note 34, Meyer refers indirectly to the Glaser list: 

“Pressac, Menschen [Fn. 11],[*| pp. 198f.,, p. 201, reads from Czech only 

53 Hungarian transports from May 2 to July 11, 1944 = 160,000 people, 

and concludes rather arbitrarily to a total of 240,000 arrivals. According 

to a dubious document, 141 trains, in: Christian Gerlach/Gotz Aly: Das 
letzte Kapitel. Munich 2002, pp. 275, 286.” (ibid.) 
Two years later, John C. Zimmerman published a scathing critique of the 
article in question, in which he also addressed the Glaser List: 

“Meyer simply ignored all of this evidence. But even worse was his treat- 

ment of the evidence he did use. He based his claim that 110,000 Hungari- 

an Jews were transferred from Auschwitz to other camps on a recent book 
by Christian Gerlach and Gotz Aly. They based their conclusion on a doc- 

ument from the Yad Vashem Archives (Gerlach and Aly, 2002, pp 295— 

296). The author also obtained a copy of this document from Yad Vashem. 

It does not support their contention. The six page document was prepared 

after the war and lists over 55,000 Hungarian male Jews arriving at 

Auschwitz in addition to other arrivals. Gerlach and Aly doubled the num- 

ber for female Jews since none were listed in the report. However, the doc- 

ument says nothing about those Jews being transferred from Auschwitz to 
other camps or that the Jews listed in the document even survived after en- 
tering the camp. Rather, it is merely an incomplete report by an unfamiliar 
individual, apparently not associated with Auschwitz, based on very limited 
information available to him on prisoner arrivals into the camp (Glaser, 

1945).” (Zimmerman, p. 253) 

The final judgment, patently false, was dictated only by excessive polemi- 
cal ardor. After this, the dispute took place only online, which lasted for a 
few years. 

In 2006, the ARC (Aktion Reinhard Camps) website devoted an article 
specifically to the matter.* The authors first noted that the number of Jews 
admitted to the camp in the above-mentioned period was not 55,937, but 
about 52,000. Then they verified the veracity of the document with a “Ta- 
ble of comparison of the data in Glaser’s list with the information from D. 


3 Here Meyer erroneously cited the second edition of Hermann Langbein’s book Mensch- 


en in Auschwitz, which he mentioned in footnote 28; the reference should have pointed 
to Pressac 1994a. 

“Hungarian Jews deported to Auschwitz. Last Update 18 September 2006,” online at 
http://www.deathcamps.org/occupation/glaser.htm. 
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Czech’s Auschwitz Chronicle (1989).” Regarding the number of transports, 
they noted that 

“the most complete list until now — the list of the Hungarian transports 

passing through Kosice — contains 136 entries for the period of 14 May to 

9 July. Glaser’s list has 142 relevant entries for the period of 16 May to 11 

July (Gerlach and Aly erroneously state that 141 transports are listed; if 

we disregard two entries which state that 3 and 5 Jews were selected, then 

there are 140 transports; if we take them into account, then we have 142 

transports). Thus, Glaser’s information is the most complete.” 
They concluded 

“that Leo Glaser’s list of Hungarian transports is indeed generally correct, 

and thus the number of the Hungarian Jews gassed in Birkenau upon arri- 

val during the Hungarian action must be reduced to about 320,000.” 
Regarding Glaser and the circumstances of the document’s drafting, the 
ARC authors stated that Glaser had been foreman at the inmate clothing 
department at Auschwitz, which lent credibility to him and his list. 

In a 2007 article, former deportee Gabor Hirsch published the document 
drafted by Glaser, and argued its historical value based primarily on the so- 
called Kassa List (see Chapter 1.4), and observed:° 

“One has to wonder how it is possible that this explosive document could 

remain unnoticed / undiscovered — at least for the general public — for 58 

years, and that the discovery did not make big waves in Hungary [...].” 

In 2017, he included the text of this article with some modifications in his 
book Békéscsaba, Auschwitz-Birkenau and Back, which contains precisely 
the paragraph “Leo Glaser’s List” (Hirsch, pp. 97-115), to which I will re- 
turn later. 

In 2008, Michael Honey published an article online, titled “Research 
Notes on The Hungarian Holocaust,” which made extensive use of the Gla- 
ser List, the reliability of which was simply assumed, as reflected in his 
brief presentation of this issue:° 

“The Leo Glaser list was made by the Capo of the Kleiderkammer (Cloth- 

ing Department) at the arrival rail ramp in Birkenau Auschwitz. This list 

records only date of arrival of each train, a general description of the pris- 
oners such as ‘Hungarian Jews’ and it records the number of men selected 
to be prisoners able to do manual labour.”’ 
Honey also presented the original text of the Glaser List, and compiled a 
table (“Train Analysis of the Hungarian Genocide Action”) in which he 
compared the “GaSko List” (the list of trains that passed through Kassa; see 
Chapter 1.4) and the Glaser List. By assuming “that 10% more women 


> G. Hirsch, “Die Leo-Glaser-Liste,” https://www.zukunft-braucht-erinnerung.de/glasers- 


liste. 


6 http://www.zchor.org/hungaria. 
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were selected than men,” and by deducting from the number of deportees 
the men and women “selected,” he believed he could calculate the number 
of victims “gassed,” as I will explain more fully later. 

In subsequent Holocaust literature, the first references to the Glaser List 
resurfaced only many years later. In an article that appeared in 2014, Ga- 
briel Mayer mentioned it in a “Table 2. Deportations (tabulated by author 
from the “Leo Glaser’ list)” (Mayer, p. 102). 

The following year, Stefan Hérdler, Christoph Kreutzmiiller and Tal 
Bruttmann dusted off the Glaser List with great ease, as if it were a docu- 
ment known to all, and of proven authenticity and veracity:’ 

“According to a list by Auschwitz survivor Leo Glaser, only 53172 Jewish 

men from Hungary were registered in Birkenau in the period from 16 May 

to 22 July. No figures are available for women. Leo Glaser gives the per- 
centage of registered prisoners as about 20 percent. With a similar propor- 
tion of women and men, it is estimated that 325,000 to 349,000 Hungarian 

Jews were murdered directly upon arrival, when comparing the number of 

deportees and those registered.” 

In a book published in 2018, Hungarian historian Szita Szabolcs referred to 
the Glaser List with equal ease, presenting it as follows: 

“In the tragedy of Hungarian Jewry, Leo Glaser’s important train list is an 

authoritative document [hiteles]. It is worthy of attention, because it con- 

tains valuable data on the Hungarian convoys that arrived at Birkenau.” 

(Szabolcs 2018, p. 152) 

In this sense, he used Glaser’s data several times (ibid., pp. 152f., 156f.). 

In a book that appeared in 2022, Anna-Raphaela Schmitz evoked the 
Glaser List in these terms (Schmitz, p. 376): 

“Research currently assumes that around 350,000 Jews from Hungary 

were murdered in Birkenau,” 
with the following source reference in a footnote: 

“Cf Compilation by former camp inmate Leo Glaser dated 5 Aug. 1945, 

Nurembg. Doc. PS-3686.” 

The author does not explain which “research” she is referring to, nor how 
the Glaser List can prove that 350,000 Hungarian Jews were exterminated 
in Auschwitz. 

Also in 2022, Ian Baxter’s book Images of War: Operation Hoss. The 
Deportation of Hungarian Jews to Auschwitz-Birkenau May-July 1944, 


7 Hérdler/Kreutzmiiller/Bruttmann 2015, p. 610. They repeated these statements almost 


verbatim in their book (idem, 2019, p. 42). Stefan Hordler was likely the author, because 
he had already considered the Glaser List, and expressed himself in similar terms, in a 
book by him published in 2015 (H6rdler 2015), in which he came to the following con- 
clusion (p. 299): “Based on these figures, it is estimated that 325,000 to 349,000 Hun- 
garian Jews were murdered.” 
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appeared, in which he included, as his “Appendix IV,” a table headlined 
“Hungarians Deported and Selected for Labor,” with a transcription of the 
data from the Glaser List (ibid., pp. 129f.), which he also reproduced as 
illustrations (ibid., pp. 135-139). 

According to him, 52,752 deportees are recorded in this this list, but the 
sum of the figures he transcribed is 52,036; moreover, three figures are 
transcribed incorrectly: 20 May: 647 instead of 447; 23 May: 575 instead 
of 573; 29 June: 5 deportees are recorded who were not Hungarians but 
Polish Jews (“‘poln. Juden’’). The correct figure is 51,829 (see Chapter 1.3). 

The book’s “Appendix V” contains a “Detailed Listing of Male and 
Female Train Transports” (ibid., pp. 131-134) which I will analyze later. 

Considering the merit of these historians, one should not be surprised 
that they did not take the slightest care to examine the three fundamental 
questions raised by the Glaser list: authenticity, veracity and completeness. 
The first is the most difficult to address, but, in the end, also the least im- 
portant: what really matters is whether the list in question corresponds to 
reality and whether it is complete. 

These three problems — authenticity, veracity and completeness — are 
dealt with organically in Chapter 7. A similar treatment is also given with 
regard to the list of trains that passed through Kassa (see Chapter 1.4). 

In the Italian edition of my article on the subject mentioned earlier, 
which appeared in 2007 as a booklet, I relegated to an appendix a brief 
analysis of Glaser’s transport list (“A New Document on the Deportation 
of Hungarian Jews to Auschwitz”). I merely noted in it that the list con- 
firmed the number of Hungarian Jews who were admitted to Auschwitz as 
fit for work, some 107,200, which I had established with another method 
thanks to the sources then available (Mattogno 2007, pp. 59f.). 

The reason for this caution, in retrospect and hindsight, was rather na- 
ive, for I observed (ibid., p. 60): 

“The Auschwitz Museum has not yet commented on this matter, so I am 

relegating to the appendix the treatment of this document, which is current- 

ly kept at the Yad Vashem Institute in Jerusalem.” 
In fact, the Auschwitz Museum waited 20 years before reluctantly men- 
tioning this document in its historical context (see Chapter 1.8). The rea- 
sons for this hesitation will be exposed in Part Two. 

kK OK 

Despite the numerous Holocaust books that have appeared so far, there are 
still issues that have barely been touched upon, and in any case have never 
been set forth organically. The most important of them concerns the Birke- 
nau “Transit Camp”: how many Jewish deportees were admitted there 
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without being registered? And how many were transferred from this camp 
section to other camps? 

The present study systematically analyzes this and other questions, and 
attempts to provide well-founded answers. 


1.1. The Orthodoxy’s Stance one the 1944 
Deportation of Jews from Hungary 


The first (German) edition of the Auschwitz Chronicle (Czech 1959-1962, 
1964) lists 91 transports of Jews from Hungary between 2 May and 18 Oc- 
tober 1944, from which a total of 29,159 persons were registered.* As for 
the fate of unregistered deportees, the Chronicle invariably claims: “The 
remaining people are gassed”; Czech 1964a, starting on p. 91). 

In his 1983 essay — which was the most important study on this topic 
until Franciszek Piper’s 1993 monograph — Georges Wellers presented 
precisely an attempt to calculate the number of Auschwitz dead based on 
Danuta Czech’s Chronicle. Treating the case of Hungary, he stated that a 
total of 437,402 Jews were deported to Auschwitz in 87 trains, averaging 
about 5,028 people per train. Subtracting from the total number of depor- 
tees the number of those registered: — which he calculated at 27,758 — 
Wellers concluded that 409,640 Hungarian Jews had been gassed at 
Auschwitz (ibid., pp. 147, 153). 

This calculation was based on a jarring contradiction and a serious 
omission by Czech regarding the Hungarian Jews. In my critique of 
Wellers’ article, I noted that, according to Exhibit 112 of the Eichmann 
Trial in Jerusalem (based on the report by Hungarian Lieutenant Colonel 
Laszlo Ferenczy dated 9 July 1944°), from mid-May to 8 July 1944, 
434,351 Jews were deported from Hungary in 147 trains (Poliakov, p. 
199), but the Auschwitz Chronicle recorded only 91 transports, including 
33 after 11 July, the certain arrival date of the last train that had left Hun- 
gary on 8 July.'® The conclusion was inescapable: only the 58 transports 
recorded in the Chronicle up to 11 July had arrived at Auschwitz, while the 
remaining 33 did not arrive there (Mattogno 1987, pp. 15-20, 37, 39). 

No historian noticed, or wanted to notice, this evident fact. 


8 In Mattogno 1987, pp. 51-54, I reproduced the complete list of transports. 

° At that time, I did not yet have the text of this report. 

10 As is known, Veesenmayer mentioned 437,402 deportees on 9 July 1944. NG-5615. See 
further below. 
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Before accepting this conclusion, I submitted the problem to various 
historical institutes specializing in the study of the Holocaust — Institut fiir 
Zeitgeschichte (17 February 1986), Zentrale Stelle der Landesjustizverwal- 
tungen (21 February 1986), Centre de Documentation Juive Contempo- 
raine (14 April 1986), Wiener Library (14 April 1986), Yad Vashem (21 
January 1987), Auschwitz Museum (21 January 1987) — and, of course, to 
Wellers himself (17 February 1986). No one was able to resolve this con- 
tradiction. On 15 April 1987, when my aforementioned study had already 
been published, the Auschwitz Museum replied to my letter specifying the 
following: 

1. A part of the Hungarian Jews who arrived in Auschwitz were assigned 
without registration to the so-called “Depot Camp” or “Transit Camp.” 
From there, a certain quota had been registered subsequently and admit- 
ted to the camp. Therefore the Chronicle entries after 11 July 1944, do 
not refer to transports from Hungary, but to inmates from the Transit 
Camp. 

2. The registration of the Hungarian Jews was cumulative, so that a regis- 
tration could have referred to several transports which arrived the same 
day. 

This explanation was then adopted two years later by D. Czech in the sec- 

ond edition of her Chronicle. In it the author states that a part of the Hun- 

garian Jews deported to Auschwitz were assigned to the Sectors Blle, BlIc, 

BIIb and BIII of Birkenau, which are called “Transit Camp CC Auschwitz 

Il” in wartime documents (Czech 1990, pp. 563f.). The registrations of 

Hungarian Jews are often marked with the phrase “from the RSHA trans- 

ports from Hungary,” by which Czech indicates that the respective registra- 

tions refer to several transports. (ibid., starting on p. 628). 

As an aside it should be pointed out that the Auschwitz Museum was 
aware of the truth about the Birkenau Transit Camp already long before the 
publication of the first Chronicle edition. For example, already in the files 
of the 1947 Hoss Trial, we find the following statement by Otto Wolken, a 
witness held in high regard by Polish historians and judges:!! 

“The women were initially housed in Camp [Section] B II c and, since 

there were 2,000 of them on each block, they had to sleep in 2 groups. Lat- 

er, Construction Section II, which was still under construction and was 
demolished before completion, was occupied by 50,000 Hungarian girls.” 

A year earlier, a transcript of a letter from the head of the Verwaltung (ad- 

ministration) of Auschwitz II to the head of the Zentralverwaltung (central 

administration) had been published in an important Polish documentary 


'l AGK, NTN, 88 [= Héss Trial, Vol. 6], pp. 46, 237. 
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collection, stating that the Birkenau Camp Section BII “is being used as a 
reception and transit camp” (Blumental 1946, p. 95). Moreover, the infor- 
mation regarding the presence of “30,000 unregistered Hungarian Jews in 
the transit camp,” which appears in the second edition of the Chronicle 
(Czech 1990, p. 695), was also known since the Hoss Trial. At the eighth 
hearing, witness Jerzy Skotnicki, to whom I will return later, stated Camp 
Section III, nick-named “Mexico,” housed “30,000 Hungarian and Slovak 
Jews.”!? 

This means that the Auschwitz Museum kept silent about the truth as 
long as possible. 

In 1989, Jean-Claude Pressac accepted the hypothetical conclusion that 
I had conceded in my study on Georges Wellers and the gassing victims of 
Auschwitz: some 271,000 Hungarian Jews had been deported to Ausch- 
witz, on the assumption that all 91 transports listed in the first edition of 
the Chronicle had actually arrived there.'? In his first work on Auschwitz, 
Pressac calculated the number of Hungarian Jews allegedly gassed at 
Auschwitz at 200,000 to 250,000 (Pressac 1989, p. 253). These numbers 
were clearly inferred from those in my study (271,000 — 29,000 = 242,000) 
with a wide margin of safety. 

In 1993, Pressac also conceded my more rigorous conclusion. After 
summarizing the problem I outlined above, he noted that, according to the 
second edition of the Chronicle, between 2 May and 11 July 1944, 53 
transports with Jews from Hungary arrived at Auschwitz,'* corresponding 
to about 160,000 deportees.'* He moreover provided a second figure of 
deportees — 240,000 — which is, however, based on erroneous data. In fact, 
Pressac assumed that 20,000 to 30,000 Hungarian Jews had been trans- 
ferred to Stutthof from Auschwitz, which, when added to the approximate- 
ly 28,000 registered and the approximately 25,000 transferred Jews, gives a 
total of about 80,000 people; as deportees fit for work, they accounted for 
one third of all deportees, so the total was precisely 240,000.'° In reality, 
however, only about 10,600 Hungarian Jews were transferred to Stutthof. 

In the interview he granted to Valérie [gounet on June 15, 1995, Pressac 
stated the following in this regard (Igounet, pp. 643f.): 


N 


United Nations Archives. Security Microfilm Program, 1988, Reel No. 62. Hoss Trial, 
8th Session, 19 March 1947, Deposition of J. Skotnicki, p. 821. 

This number results from the following calculation: [(437,402 + 147) x 91 =] 271,000. 
There were in fact 57 transports. 

Pressac 1994, pp. 170, 173. The appendix titled “Numero degli ebrei ungheresi arrivati 
ad Auschwitz e loro tasso di mortalita” (pp. 169-173) is not included in the original 
1993 French edition. 

ibid., pp. 171, 173. 
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“Concerning the Hungarian Jews he (Mattogno] was right when he wrote 
in 1987 that the deportations took place from May to June [correct: begin- 
ning of July], whereas Danuta Czech, the Polish editor of the ‘Chronicle of 
the Events in the Concentration Camp Auschwitz-Birkenau 1939-1945,’ as 
well as Georges Wellers, who used these sources unchecked, have alleged 
that they lasted from May to October. Wellers refused, to get into contact 
with Mattogno by letter about this question, because from his point of view, 
one does not discuss with revisionists. A super-zealous judge even issued 
an [international] arrest warrant against Mattogno, in case he should enter 
French territory") Czech published her ‘Chronicle’ in the sixties, on 
which Wellers based his calculation of the number of Auschwitz victims 
(1.6 million instead of four million [which was at that time still alleged by 
the Auschwitz museum]). A corrected second edition of the ‘Chronicle’ 
appeared in 1989. Of the mentioned 91 transports [in the first edition] re- 
mained only some 50. Czech made a mistake and thought that the camp- 
internal transfers in Birkenau were transports. [...] 

Since Czech was left with only some 50 transports which comprised 
150,000 people, instead of the originally assumed 438,000, Czech, in order 
to ‘compensate,’ increased the number of transports which arrived in May 
and June — without any proof — by alleging that on this or that day ‘trans- 
ports’ instead of ‘a transport’ arrived, by which she made herself guilty of 
history falsification. However no international arrest warrant was issued 
against Czech. Weller’s calculation were worthless after the second 
‘Chronicle’ edition had appeared, but that did not prevent the Poles to use 
Weller’s erroneous results as a ‘serious’ source.” 


To be exact, Georges Wellers wrote me a very arrogant letter in 1987, in 
which he accused me of “distorting historical truth.” He probably disliked 
very much the fact that, in my study on him and the ‘gassing victims’ of 
Auschwitz, I had exposed his impostures with which this oh-so-honest 
whistleblower of alleged forgers had invented 594,191 “gassed” Jews! 


17 


The fact goes back to early 1987, when the first issue of the revisionist periodical An- 
nales d’Histoire Révisionniste appeared in France, in which a French translation of my 
paper “The Myth of the Extermination of the Jews” was published. 
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1.2. Purpose and Destination of the Deportation of 
Jews from Hungary 


On 18 February 1944, the Reichsmarschall of the Greater German Reich, 
Hermann Goring, sent the following telegram to the Reichsfiihrer-SS 
(Himmler) in response to a request from him on 14 February:'® 

“At the same time, I ask you to provide me with as large a number of con- 

centration-camp convicts as possible for air-force arms production, since 

experience to date has shown these workers to be very useful. The air-war 
situation makes it necessary to move industry underground. It is precisely 
here that concentration-camp convicts can be grouped together particular- 
ly well in terms of labor and storage. These expansion measures are neces- 
sary to ensure that the most modern aircraft, which have been completed in 
development, can be manufactured. During his visit to Insterburg, the Fiih- 
rer attached great importance to these aircraft. Interim discussions have 
already taken place between my and your departments. I would be particu- 
larly grateful for your support in carrying out this task.” 

Himmler responded on 18 February with another telegram:'” 

“T immediately gave corresponding instructions to SS Obergruppenfiihrer 

Pohl. We will participate with all possible forces in the transfer of industry 

underground and in manufactures themselves.” 

A few weeks later, the “Fighter Plane Construction Program” (“Jdgerbau- 
programm’) arose from these demands. It was established on 1 March 
1944 by decree of Reichsminister Albert Speer for the purpose of decen- 
tralizing and increasing the production of fighter aircraft. 

At a meeting on 25 March 1944, Generalfeldmarschall Erhard Milch, 
General Inspector of the German Air Force, outlined the history of the Jd- 
gerstab. The Allies were pursuing a strategy of destroying German air de- 
fenses, particularly the airplane factories, and without these defenses, the 
entire armament industry would be destroyed: 

“Thus it came about that a definite proposal was made to the Reich Mar- 

shal and the Fuehrer: the Jaegerstab was created. The order of the Fueh- 

rer provides clearly that the fighter plane program which the Jaegerstab is 

starting has priority over all other fields of armament, which means, to be 

sure, that other important armaments are not to be infringed upon by it.” 
Then Milch outlined the organizational chart of the Jagerstab,”° at the top 
of which were Reichsminister Albert Speer and Milch himself. The other 


18 PS-1584(1), IMT, Vol. XXVIL, pp. 351-353. 

19 ibid., pp. 354f. 

20 The complete organizational chart was reconstructed by Saur on 14 November 1946; 
NOKW-261. NMT, Vol. 2, p. 536. 
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leading officers were specialists in various fields. Engineer Karl-Otto Saur, 
state secretary at the armaments ministry, was the chief of the main of- 
fice.”! 

SS Gruppenfiihrer Hans Kammler became “Plenipotentiary of the 
Reichsfiihrer-SS to the Reich Minister for Armaments and War Production. 
‘Jagerstab,””” and was responsible for below-ground construction and in- 
mate deployment. The “Fighter Plane Construction Program” was divided 
into three parts, the first two of which, (a) new construction underground, 
and (b) expansion underground, fell to Kammler, the third to Organization 
Todt. 

On 9 March 1944, Himmler addressed a letter to Goring with the sub- 
ject line “Deployment of inmates in aviation industry,” in which he in- 
formed him:73 

“Following my telex of 18 Feb. 1944, I am submitting herewith an over- 

view of the deployment of inmates in the aviation industry. This overview 

shows that at present about 36,000 prisoners are being deployed for air- 
force purposes. The increase to a total of 90,000 prisoners is planned. [...] 

The transfer of production facilities of the aviation industry underground 

requires a further deployment of about 100,000 inmates. The planning for 

this deployment on the basis of your letter of 14 Feb. 1944 is already in full 

swing.” 
On March 16, 1944 Dietrich Wilhelm Bernhard von Jagow, German envoy 
in Hungary, informed Admiral Miklos Horthy that the Fiihrer wished to 
meet with him. Two days later, Horthy, accompanied by General Ferenc 
Szombathelyi, Chief of the Hungarian General Staff, went to Klessheim 
Castle near Salzburg, where the meeting took place. Eugene Levai reports 
ass follows about this meeting (Levai, p. 77): 

“In the course of the conversation that followed, Hitler informed the Hun- 

garian representatives in terms which were both extremely cold and rude, 

that the attempts of the Kallay Government to establish contact with the 

British Government had come to his knowledge, and that he was aware of 

the fact that the purpose of the negotiations was to pave the way for the 

conclusion of a separate peace with the United Nations. Hitler declared 
that he had decided, as a result, to occupy Hungary.” 
On that occasion, as Randolph L. Braham reports, Horthy agreed to Hit- 
ler’s request 

“to the delivery of at least 100,000 ‘Labor Jews’ for the Germany war ef- 

fort. These were to be employed by the Todt Organisation for the building 


21 NOKW-O017, Extracts from the minutes of the conference with air force engineers and 
chief quartermasters under chairmanship of Milch, 25 March 1944. ibid., pp. 527-529. 

22 NARA, T 175/226, 2764970. 

23 PS-1584 (II), IMT, Vol. XXVIL, pp. 355-357. 
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of an underground aircraft factory in the Protectorate of Bohemia and Mo- 
ravia within a few months. This quixotic plan was designed to overcome 
the losses suffered by the Luftwaffe and to compensate for the destruction 
of the German aircraft industry by the Allies. On the basis of the Klessheim 
agreement, Edmund Veesenmayer took up the question of the 100,000 
‘Jewish workers’ immediately after arriving in Budapest as the Plenipoten- 
tiary of the Third Reich.” (Braham 1981, Vol. 2, p. 597) 


The next day, 17 March 1944, a Jdgerstab conference was held, during 
which Carl Stobbe-Dethleffsen, in charge of transfer of fighter-plane pro- 
duction to bomb-proof factories above ground, and Saur dwelt on the num- 
ber of workers needed:** 


“Stobbe-Dethleffsen: We already count on 100,000 men for the tasks of the 
Jaegerstab. To transfer them would mean breaking into the rest of the ar- 
mament economy to an unheard-of degree. 

(Saur: 100,000 without Kammler !) 

Including the labor we give Kammler but not including the concentration 
camp people. 

Saur: Right from the beginning we realized that 200,000 men would be 
transferred.” 


On 6 and 7 April 1944, meetings were held in the presence of Hitler, which 
were also attended by Generalfeldmarschall Milch, in which they dis- 
cussed the activities of the Jdgerstab. In the minutes, which were compiled 
by Saur, the following is said in this regard:*° 


“As an immediate task, in addition to the step-by-step securing of the bot- 
tleneck products of the Junkers plants, the production of the [Messer- 
schmitt jet fighters] Me 262 with 1000 units per month and of a further 
fighter with 2000 units per month is to be scheduled, and it is to be ensured 
that it is suggested to the Fuehrer that, for lack of construction forces and 
facilities, the second large-scale construction project should not be built on 
German territory but in the immediate vicinity of the border on suitable 
terrain (above all gravel base and transport possibilities) on French, Bel- 
gian or Dutch territory. The Fiihrer agrees with this proposal, if the plant 
can be built behind a fortified zone. In favor of the proposal on French soil 
is especially the fact that it will then be much easier to provide the neces- 
sary workers. Nevertheless, the Fiihrer asks to try to build this second plant 
in a much safer area, namely in the Protectorate. If the labor force cannot 
be provided there either, the Fuehrer will personally contact the 
Reichsfiihrer SS, and have him raise the necessary approximately 100,000 
men from Hungary by providing appropriate contingents of Jews. The 


2. 
2: 


as 


NOKW-338. NMT, Vol. 2, p. 545. 

Der Chef des Technischen Amtes. Berlin, den 9. April 1944. Punkte aus den Be- 
sprechungen beim Fiihrer am 6. und 7. April 1944. BK, R 3/1509, p. 26 (p. 6 of the re- 
port). Cf. Fritz, Document 128, pp. 450-452. 
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Fuehrer, sharply emphasizing the failure of the construction organization 
at the Industrial Community of Silesia, expressly demands that this plant be 
built exclusively by the OT, and that the manpower be supplied by the 
Reichsfiihrer SS. He demands that a meeting be held with him at short no- 
tice to discuss the details in the presence of the men involved.” 

On 14 April 1944, Edmund Veesenmayer, Plenipotentiary of the Greater 

German Reich in Hungary, sent a telegram to Karl Ritter, Ambassador on 

special assignment to the German Foreign Office, stating:*° 
“Sztojay?" gave me a binding promise at a meeting yesterday that at least 
50,000 Jews capable of work would be made available to the Reich by 
Hungary by the end of April. The practical measures are already under 
way through the action initiated by the SD and the Hungarian police. The 
agreement of the Reichsverweser and the willingness of the Honved*! and 
the Ministry of the Interior to cooperate has also been obtained. At the 
same time, Jews between the ages of 36 and 49, who had not yet been af- 
fected by the Jewish labor service, will soon be registered and drafted. As a 
result of this and other actions already envisaged, it should be possible in 
the course of May to make available to the Reich an additional 50,000 
Jews for labor service, and at the same time to increase the number of Jews 
grouped together in labor battalions in Hungary to between 100 and 
150,000.” 

In another telegram sent on 15 April to Ritter, Veesenmayer specified:”” 
“In response to my request to Prime Minister Sztojay, which he accepted, 
that 50,000 Jews be made available for work in Germany by the end of this 
month, I received word today from the Honved Ministry that 5,000 Jews 
would be made available immediately, and then another 5,000 every three 
to four days until the number of 50,000 was reached. 
I will arrange the details of the transport with Obergruppenfiihrer Winkel- 
mann"! and reserve the right to report further on this matter. However, I 
request immediate instructions as to where the transport is to be directed in 
the Reich.” 

On 16 April 1944, Ritter sent the following telegram to Germany’s Foreign 

Office, Group Domestics II, “to be forwarded to SS Obersturmbannfuehrer 

Eichmann” (in capital letters, without umlauts):*! 
“Reich Plenipotentiary Budapest reports that Hungarian Prime Minister 
makes 50,000 Jews available for work in Germany. 5,000 Jews are to be 
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made available immediately (semicolon) The rest are to be deported in fur- 
ther groups of 5,000 at intervals of 3-4 days each. 

Reich Plenipotentiary, who will arrange the details of the removal with 
Obergruppenfuehrer Winkelmann, asks for a decision by the Reichsfueh- 
rung-SS as to where the transport of Jews in the Reich is to be directed. 
(ABS) Foreign Office would be grateful if it could be informed immediate- 
ly.” 

On 19 April, Veesenmayer sent the following letter to the Foreign Office:” 
“Honved Ministry informs that 10,000 Jews are ready for deportation and 
asks that the transport begin as soon as possible. Administrator D e s [?] 
(Obergruppenfiihrer Winkelmann) announces that all preparations have 
been made and that the transport can begin as soon as the necessary rail- 
way cars are available. For the time being, however, I am encountering the 
greatest difficulties. Request all support from there as well on the question 
of providing railway cars.” 

In an express letter of 20 April addressed to the RSHA, “c/o SS Ober- 

sturmbannftihrer Eichmann,” Eberhard von Thadden, legation councilor in 

the Domestics II Group of the German Foreign Office, reported on the de- 
cision mentioned earlier:** 
“The German envoy in Budapest has telegraphed that, according to infor- 
mation from the Honved Ministry, 10,000 Jews are now ready for deporta- 
tion to Reich territory.” 

After mentioning the difficulties related to finding railway cars, von Thad- 

den added: 

“The German envoy has therefore requested that the question of railway- 
car provision be supported from here as well. As Sturmbannfiihrer Giinther 
informed us during a telephone discussion of the matter, the question of the 
provision of railway cars will be solved from there as soon as a final in- 
struction is received from the head of the Reich Security Main Office on the 
overall question of taking over these Jews for work there.” 

On 24 April 1944, the office of “The head of the Security Police and the 

SD” (Ernst Kaltenbrunner) sent “to the Foreign Office” (Legationsrat von 

Thadden) a letter with the subject “Labor deployment of Jews from Hunga- 

ry in the Reich,” where we read: 

“In the meantime, the temporary head of the Security Police and SD in 
Hungary has been informed by express telegram of the contents of the tele- 
gram from the Plenipotentiary and Envoy of the Greater German Reich in 
Hungary, according to which the Hungarian Prime Minister, in a meeting 


32 ibid., p. 43. 
ibid., pp. 44f. 
ibid., pp. 5Of. 
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on 13 April 1944, bindingly promised to make available to the Reich an ini- 
tial 50,000 Jews fit for work from Hungary. 

With reference to the transport difficulties mentioned above, it was asked at 
the same time whether it is considered necessary for the Reich Security 
Main Office to intervene with the Reich Ministry of Transport in order to 
remedy this. Nothing prevents the Jews in question from being taken over 
by labor camps located in the Reich and under the control of the 
Reichsfiihrer SS. A so-called open labor deployment in factories of the 
Reich cannot be considered for fundamental reasons, as was already ex- 
pressed during the telephone discussions, since it would contradict the de- 
Jewification of the Reich territory, which by and large has been completed 
in the meantime, and would make illusory the removal of the Jews from the 
factories, which was carried out some time ago.” 


Veesenmayer’s telegram to the Foreign Office of April 23 shows a major 
change in deportation policy. He reported that the ghettoization had begun 
on 16 April “in the Carpathian region,” which had affected 150,000 Jews, 
and another 250,000-300,000 were to be rounded up in other districts. He 
then added:*° 


“Transport negotiations are initiated and provide for the daily transport of 
3,000 Jews, mainly from the Carpathian region, starting on 15 May. If 
technically possible, they will also be transported from other ghettos at the 
same time, with Auschwitz as receiving location. It is to be ensured that the 
implementation of this operation will largely take into account concerns of 
war economy. In order not to jeopardize the implementation of the opera- 
tion, it seems expedient to postpone the removal of the 50,000 labor Jews 
from the area around Budapest, as demanded by me and already promised 
by the government, which will be necessary in any case in view of existing 
transport difficulties. Transport on foot not feasible.” 


Veesenmayer’s telegram of 15 April referred to an initial quota of 5,000 


Jews already set for deportation. Their fate was decided at the end of the 


month. On April 27, he informed the Foreign Office:** 


“Of the Jews prepared for deportation by the Honved Ministry, two trans- 
ports, each containing about 2,000 men and women fit for work between 
the ages of 16 and 50, are dispatched to Auschwitz on 27 and 28 April. 

By consultation with the Hungarian police and by visiting the collection 
camps, it was ascertained that Jews from neutral and enemy countries were 
exempted from deportation. ” 


On 29 April, Veesenmayer reported the departure of the first transport:*” 


35 PAAA, RZ-214, 100892, p. 13. 
36 PAAA, RZ-214, 100891B, p. 54. 
37 ibid., p. 56. 
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“Today, the first transport of 1800 labor Jews between the ages of 16 and 

50 left Budapest. Tomorrow, another train with 2000 labor Jews will leave 

from Topolya.”’ 

These were the first two transports of Hungarian Jews to arrive at Ausch- 
witz in 1944. They constituted the first quota of 50,000 “labor Jews” that 
the Hungarian government had made available to the Reich government. 
The deportees’ were all “fit for work” and “between the ages of 16 and 
50.” Nevertheless, contrary to all logic and common sense, Danuta Czech 
found a way to introduce alleged gassing among these deportees as well. In 
her entry for 2 May 1944, she wrote: 

“Two transports arrive from Hungary, the first sent from Budapest on 

April 29 and containing approximately 1,800 able-bodied Jewish men and 

women between the ages of 16 and 50, the second sent on April 30 from 

Topoly and containing 2,000 able-bodied prisoners. After the selection, 

486 men, given Nos. 186645- 187130, and 616 women, given Nos. 76385- 

76459 and 80000-80540, are admitted to the camp. The remaining 2,698 

men and women are killed in the gas chambers.” (Czech 1990, p. 618) 

She therefore preferred to believe that 2,698 deportees, already selected in 
Hungary as fit for work, at Auschwitz were incomprehensibly sent to the 
“gas chambers,” rather than to the Birkenau “transit camp.” 

Such conjecture is all the more unfounded, since the “List of names of 
inmates employed in the Trzebinia oil refinery,”** a list of 813 names com- 
piled by Judge Jan Sehn from original documents and well known to 
Czech, contains the names of 188 inmates between the ages of 14 (year of 
birth 1930) and 68 (1876) (see Chapter 1.8). 

Czech mentions the Trzebinia subcamp and its oil refinery in her entry 
on 7 August 1944, where she refers to a specific article by Franciszek Pip- 
er, titled “The Trzebinia Subcamp,” in which he reproduced a “Directory 
of Adolescents” dated 21 August 1944 (Piper 1978, p. 125), and a break- 
down by age groups (14-15 years to 66-68 years) of the 813 inmates on the 
list mentioned above (ibid., p. 128). Therefore, Czech was fully aware of 
this and knew that deportees aged 14 to 68 had been admitted. But if that is 
so, then how could she seriously believe that the 2,698 deportees between 
the ages of 16 and 50 who were fit for work had been gassed? 

On 2 May, von Thadden sent the following telegram to the German 
embassy in Bratislava:* 

“The railway schedule for transporting a large number of Hungarian Jews 

to work in the Eastern territories will be drawn up in Vienna on 4-5 May. 


38 “Lista imienna wiezniow zatrudnionych w Rafinerii Nafty w Trzebini.” AGK, NTN, 145. 
39 PAAA, RZ-214, 100891B, p. 58. 
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Most of the transports will probably have to pass through Slovakia. If there 
are serious reservations about this, please send a wire report.” 


On 3 May, Hans Ludin, a German minister in Bratislava, replied:*° 


“Request that, in the event of the removal of a large number of Hungarian 
Jews for work in the Eastern territories, the territory of Slovakia should not 
be touched if possible.” 


In a telegram dated 4 May, Veesenmayer communicated the following to 
the Foreign Office:*! 


“Ghettoization in the Carpathian region /Zone I/ completed these days. 
Some 200,000 Jews are contained in 10 camps and ghettos. In Transylva- 
nia /Zone II/, the concentration of about 110,000 Jews living in this area 
was initiated today. 

The transport of the 310,000 Jews from Zones I and II to Germany is to 
begin in mid-May, planning four transports of 3000 Jews per day. On 4 
May, a conference on the railway schedule for these transports will be held 
in Vienna, attended by representatives of the Reichsbahn, the security po- 
lice and the Hungarian gendarmerie. 

Since it is assumed that foreign Jews were also included in the concentra- 
tion, the legation’s liaison to the Special Operations Command Eichmann 
will visit eastern Hungary in the course of next week, to separate Jews from 
neutral and enemy countries, and have them placed in special accommoda- 
tions.” 


In early May, a meeting was held in Nagybanya between Ferenczy, Police 
Captain Laszlo Uray and Gestapo Captain Martin Z6ldi, in which the de- 
portation schedule was discussed:*” 


“110 convoys will transport Jews to Kassa station, where German police 
take over transports. Designation: D.A.-unsiedler [DA Umsiedler™], reset- 
tlement of German workers. One! convoy carries 3,000 people. It con- 
sists of 45 g [G*] cars each with 70 people including baggage, and 2 C 
cars'**! in front and back for guards. [...] The lists of names are to be pre- 
pared in two copies. One copy stays with the transport, the other copy must 
be sent to the Munkdcs police headquarters, to the commander of the sta- 
tion of departure.” 
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On 5 May, von Thadden sent Ludin another message with the subject line 
“Deportation of Hungarian Jews for Labor Deployment in the Eastern Ter- 
ritories,” where we read:*” 

“The following difficulties arise in the matters mentioned above: For mili- 

tary reasons, it is extremely difficult to route transports via Lemberg; rout- 

ing transports from Eastern Hungary — and it is in this part of the region 
that transports are to begin — via Budapest-Vienna would lead to consider- 
able and at present undesirable agitation of the population of Budapest. 

For this reason, the RSHA has attached particular importance to the fact 

that at least the transports from eastern Hungary, in so far as they cannot 

pass through Lemberg, should be routed through Slovakia. 

In view of the extraordinarily tense transport situation, however, the deci- 

sion on the routing will be made essentially from the purely transport- 

technical point of view. As soon as the result of the railway-schedule con- 
ference is available, further information will follow.” 

A “memo” by von Thadden added the following comment: 
“Sturmbannfiihrer Gtinther was informed by telephone about the statement 
of the Bratislava embassy. He explained that he could not consider the 
statement for the schedule conference, since it would be concluded by noon 
on 5 May. 

Moreover, the RSHA was also most interested in routing the transports via 

Lemberg, because it would be the shortest route. Insofar as the Lemberg 

route was approved at all by the military authorities, it would therefore be 

used for the transports.” 

From these documents, it appears that the deportation of Jews from Hunga- 

ry was to begin in eastern Hungary, the purpose of the transports was “la- 

bor deployment,” the destination of the transports was the “eastern territo- 
ries,” and the shortest route to that destination was via Lemberg. 

However, if the destination was Auschwitz (which, however, was not in 
the eastern territories, but within Greater Germany, on the border with the 
Generalgouvernement, the route to Lemberg was the longest one. In his 
atlas, Martin Gilbert illustrated in a specific map the “Deportations from 
Carpathian Ukraine and Northern Transylvania, 15 May — 8 July 1944” 
(Gilbert, p. 197). It shows three main routes, two of which crossed eastern 
Slovakia. The first, the one furthest west, was the shortest and passed 
through KoSice [Kassa, Kaschau], L’ubotin [Stara L’ubovna], Tarnéw, 
Krakow and Auschwitz; the middle one went from Sanok to Przemysl, 
then to Tarnédw, Krakow and Auschwitz; the third route was the eastern- 
most and longest: it reached Lemberg [Lw6w] via Stryj, then bent west and 
followed the Przemysl — Tarnéw — Krakéw — Auschwitz line. 
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However, there is no doubt that the destination of the vast majority of 
transports was Auschwitz, as Veesenmayer had already said on 23 April: 
“Auschwitz as receiving location.” 

In his report of 29 May 1944 Ferenczy, confirmed this:** 

“The German Security Police proposes, and it is its clear intention, that the 

Jews take food with them for at least five days for the duration of their 

transportation, since upon their arrival at Auschwitz, after selection has 

taken place, they are sent immediately (azonnal) by trains (vonatokkal) to 
their various workplaces (munkahelyekre).” 
Evidently, the term “eastern territories” was a misnomer for Auschwitz. 

On 6 May 1944, the Foreign Office received the following communica- 
tion: 

“Sturmbannfiihrer Guenther communicated the route for the transports of 

Jews: 

Start on 15 May, every day 4 trains. 

Transport route: Karpatho-Ukraine, Kaschau, Muszyna, Tarnow, Krakow, 

etc. 

The route passes through Eastern Slovakia, namely through the best-known 

place there, Presov. Transports from Transylvania have the same route.” 
This was the first of the three routes described earlier. 

On 11 May, Himmler transmitted to the head of the SS Main Office and 
to the head of the SS WVHA the following order, issued by Hitler two 
days earlier:*° 

“The Fuehrer has ordered that 10,000 men, with officers and non- 

commissioned officers, be transferred to the Waffen SS to guard the 

200,000 Jews whom the Reichsfiihrer SS is transferring to the concentra- 

tion camps of the Reich, to be used in the large OT constructions and other 

tasks important to the war effort.” 
A “Memo for SS Brigadefithrer Fegelein” dated 9 May specifies:*! 

“Today, the Fuehrer has determined that, of soldiers coming from Sevasto- 

pol, 10000 men will be withdrawn for guarding the manpower needed for 

the fighter construction program of Ministerial Director Dorsch.” 
The project was also mentioned by Himmler on 24 May 1944 during his 
speech to German generals in Sonthofen (Smith/Peterson, p. 203): 

“At present, however — it is peculiar in this war — we are introducing first 

100,000, later another 100,000 male Jews from Hungary into concentra- 

tion camps, with whom we are building underground factories.” 
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At a meeting of the Jdgerstab that took place on 26 May 1944, Speer asked 
about the project involving the Hungarian Jews. Kammler replied:°* 
“This is underway, with the first transports for the above-ground bunkers 
arriving at the end of the month.” 
At the same meeting, Walter Schlempp, the representative for general con- 
struction tasks in the Jdgerstab, reported that Franz Xaver Dorsch, head of 
Organisation Todt, had told him the day before that he wanted to deploy 
“100,000 Jews from Hungary,” along with other workers, including 50,000 
Italians. 
On 24 May 1944, Pohl sent Himmler a telegram with the subject line 
“Transports of Jews,” in which he wrote:** 
“The first transports of Jews from Hungary indicate that about 50 percent 
of the Jews capable of work are women. Since we do not have purely fe- 
male labor on a corresponding scale for this large number of women, we 
have to deploy them for construction projects of the OT. I ask for permis- 
sion, the OT agrees. Heil Hitler, Pohl.” 
Himmler replied on 27 May with another telegram:™* 
“Of course, Jewish women are to be put to work. In this case, it is only 
necessary to provide healthy food. Here it is important to provide raw veg- 
etables. You better don’t forget to import garlic in sufficient quantity from 
Hungary.” 
On 7 July, the regent (Reichsverweser) of Hungary, Mikl6s Horthy, prohib- 
ited further deportations of Jews from Hungary, but the last transports left 
the next day for Auschwitz. On 11 July, Veesenmayer informed the For- 
eign Office of the following: 
“I. Concentration and deportation of Jews in Zone V including Operation 
Budapest Suburbs completed as planned on 9 July, with 55,741. Total 
number from Zones I to V, including Operation Suburbs, now 437,402. 
II. Progress of operation against Budapest has been reported separately to 
Fuschl.” 
Therefore, the operation was not yet over for the Germans. On 25 May 
1944, von Thadden summarized the deportation situation and the plans of 
the Reich authorities as follows:*° 
“The next morning, I visited the Eichmann office. An overview showed that 
by noon on the 24th, 116,000 Jews had been transported to the Reich. An- 
other 200,000 or so are concentrated and awaiting deportation. These are 
mainly Jews from the northeastern parts of Hungary. In addition, concen- 
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tration has been carried out in the south, southeast and southwest of the 
country, in a 30 km wide border zone. On 7 June, concentration will begin 
in the provinces north and northwest of Budapest. It is expected that there 
will be about 250000 Jews. At the same time, the ghettoization of the prov- 
inces to the south of Budapest is completed. At the end of June, it is hoped 
that the concentration of the Jews living in Budapest can begin. It is be- 
lieved that a total of about 1,000,000 (possibly even a little more) will be 
apprehended, of which about 1/3 will be fit for labor deployment, and will 
be received by Sauckel, the OT, etc. in Upper Silesia. Only 80,000 Jews fit 
for labor deployment are to remain behind in Hungary under Honved 
guard, to be employed in the Hungarian armaments industry. The entire 
operation is to be completed about the end of July (including deporta- 
tion).”’ 
Horthy had thus anticipated and thwarted the German government’s plans. 
However, the Germans did not consider this to be his final decision. A 
memo of the Group Domestics II A of the Foreign Office, dated 4 August 
1944,*’ informs that the requests of the governments of Sweden, Switzer- 
land and the United States, relating mainly to permission for the emigration 
of 7,000 Jews from Hungary, could only be considered on the assumption 
“that the temporarily halted deportation of Jews from Hungary to the 
Reich be completed as quickly as possible, and that this deportation has 
not yet been resumed.” 
Eichmann, on his own initiative, succeeded in organizing two Jewish 
transports, one of 1,220 deportees from Kistarcsa on 19 July (Levai, pp. 
256f.), another from Sarvar on August 4. This is documented by a German 
radio message of 5 August 1944, which was intercepted and deciphered by 
the British:** 
“To RSHA, Group IV A B C, c/o SS Sturmbannfiihrer GUENTHER, 
[...] BERLIN. 
Subject: Deportation of Jews. Reference: known. 
Special train with Transport No. 6320410 left SARVAR on 4 Aug. 44 at 
2230 hours for Auschwitz. Transport occupancy — 1296. Head of transport 
SS Untersturmfiihrer HARTENBERGER [...|” 
In August, Horthy rescinded his prohibition, albeit in a limited way. His 
administration, however, was more radical. On 14 August, Theodor Grell, 
who was legation councilor and a case handler for Jewish issues at the 
German embassy in Budapest, informed the German Foreign Office by 
telegram of these developments: 
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“The Hungarian minister of the interior [Mikl6s Bonczos] informed SS 
Obersturmbannfiihrer Eichmann that the Hungarian government, with the 
approval of the Reichsverweser, would begin evacuating Jews from the ur- 
ban area of Budapest on 25 of this month. The Reichsverweser had agreed 
to evacuate a limited number of Jews only, but his administration is deter- 
mined to evacuate all Jews, except for Jews already segregated as of 1 
January 1941, and other exempted Jews, as well as a special group of 
3,000 Jews whose exceptional treatment the Reichsverweser had personal- 
ly ordered. Concentration begins on 25 August as planned in 3 camps. 
First transport with 6 trains, a total of 20,000 Jews, to leave 27 August, fol- 
lowed by 3 trains daily with 9,000 Jews. [...] 
Embassy has not yet received official notification from the Hungarian For- 
eign Ministry.” 

Two notes in German from Hungary’s foreign minister dated 23 August set 

out the Hungarian government’s position: 
“The Royal Hungarian Government declares itself ready — after obtaining 
the consent of His Serene Highness the Reichsverweser — to place at the 
disposal of the German Reich Government Jewish laborers necessary for 
the German war economy — together with their families — as of 28 August 
1944. In this respect, first of all the non-resident Eastern Jews, whose 
number is about 60,000, will be considered. After exhaustion of this cate- 
gory, if necessary, other Jews will also be made available to the Reich 
Government for the above purpose.” 

This is followed by a list of the categories of Jews who were to remain in 

Hungary. The note continues as follows: 
“The Jewish workers and their families who are to be delivered to the 
Reich government will be handed over to a Hungarian-German mixed 
commission in Hungary, in collection camps, and their removal and travel 
to the Hungarian state border will be under the supervision of the same. 
Care will be taken to ensure that no more than 50 persons travel in a rail 
car, and that the passengers are properly fed during the journey. Food, 
etc., will be provided for this purpose by Hungary. The Hungarian Red 
Cross will provide health care and refreshment services at the staging 
railway stations.” 

The second note states:°! 
“The Royal Hungarian Government — after obtaining the consent of His 
Serene Highness the Reichsverweser — declares its readiness: 
d/ all those Jews called up for labor service whose families are already in 
Germany /about 55 — 60,000/, 
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b/ to place at the disposal of the German Government, as of 28 August 

1944, for German war-economic labor purposes, those Jews who have a 

criminal record or are dangerous to the public, whose presence endangers 

public order, national nutrition and the internal security of the country. 

The Reich Government assures the Hungarian Government that the Jews 

sent from Hungary to Germany — without distinction as to age and sex — 

will be used exclusively for labor-service or auxiliary-service purposes.” 
On 25 August 1944, Veesenmayer wrote to Berlin:™ 
“SS Obergruppenfiihrer Winkelmann just informed me by telephone that he 
received an order from the Reichsfiihrer SS by telex at 3 o’clock this morn- 
ing, according to which any deportation of Hungarian Jews to the Reich is 
strictly forbidden with immediate effect. When I asked whether this order 
was official and whether I could make use of it, Winkelmann answered in 
the affirmative.” 
However, this order, which is possibly related to the negotiations then in 
progress between Saly Mayer, representative of the “American Jewish 
Joint Distribution Committee” in Switzerland, and SS Obersturmbannfiih- 
rer Kurt Becher, who spoke “as the personal representative of Himmler” in 
the deal for the liberation of Jews in exchange for materials (Braham 1981, 
Vol. II, p. 959), did not remain in force for long. 

After Horthy’s proclamation regarding Hungary’s exit from the alliance 
with the Axis on 15 October 1944 and his arrest by the Germans, Ferenc 
Szalasi became the new minister president and head of state. 

Three days later, Veesenmayer informed the Foreign Office of new de- 
velopments in this regard: 

“Follow result of today’s negotiations between Obersturmbannfiihrer 

Eichmann and the new Hungarian minister of the interior concerning the 

Jewish question: 

1.) In spite of Szalasi’s basic statement that no Hungarian Jews should be 

transported into Reich territory, the minister of the interior will attempt to 

obtain exceptional approval for the requested temporary transfer of 50,000 

male Jews fit for deployment, who are urgently needed in Reich territory 

for the fighter program and to replace Russian prisoners of war used else- 
where. Transport is to be by foot accompanied by German commandos, 
where, on crossing the Reich border, shorter deployment at the southeast 
fortification is planned.” 
In a memo dated 27 October 1944, Horst Wagner, legation councilor and 
head of Group Domestics II of the Foreign Office, expounded a summary 
of the situation. There had been about 900,000 Jews in Hungary, “of these, 
437,402 had been sent to the Eastern territories for work by 10 July of this 
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year.” About 462,000 Jews were still in the country. Section 5) sets out 
future plans: 
“After the establishment of the Szalasi government, the evacuation of Jews 
in Budapest who are fit for work was begun; initially, 25,000 were to be 
sent to the Reich for work, and Envoy Veesenmeyer intends to negotiate for 
another 25,000 in the near future. Jews unfit for work are currently to be 
concentrated in camps outside Budapest.” 
On 23 October, Veesenmayer wired to Berlin:® 
“Today obtained concession from Szalasi that the first 25,000 (25,000) 
[sic] Hungarian male Jews fit for work be released provisionally for half a 
year to perform work in the Reich.” 
The next day, Veesenmayer informed the foreign minister that the purpose 
of requesting these labor Jews was “their use in the German fighter-plane 
program.”°° 
These additional 25,000 Jews were requested on 29 October with a 
“special train” (von Ribbentrop’s code name for telegraphic messages) to 
“Diplogerma Budapest” (code name for the German embassy in Buda- 
pest):°” 
“Reich Foreign Minister asks you to raise and enforce with Szalasi as soon 
as possible the demand for the removal of another 25,000 labor Jews to the 
Reich, since the need for labor is very great.” 
In the report of 27 October 1944, written by Hans-Ulrich Geschke as “The 
Commander of the Security Police and SD in Hungary and Chief of 
Einsatzgruppe G,” we read the following (Boberach, p. SOE 0347-13; p. 5 
of the report): 
“In agreement with the minister for the total-war effort, the Honvéd Minis- 
try carried out an operation, by which about 15,000 male Jews were regis- 
tered, assigned to the Honvéd labor service and immediately transported to 
the Danube for fortification construction. — On 23 October, all Jews fit for 
work born between 1884 and 1928, as well as adolescents fit for work born 
between 1924 and 28, had to report for work at assembly points. The result 
was about 25,000 female and 4,000 male Jews. About half of these Jews 
were deployed by the Higher Pioneer Leader 19 for fortification construc- 
tion. — With the approval of Minister President Szdlasi, 25,000 Jewish la- 
borers were transported to the Reich on foot. The first trek was started on 
27 Oct. After apprehending all Jews fit for work, it is planned to ghettoize 
the rest of the Jews in Budapest, estimated at about 120,000.” 
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A telegram dated 13 November 1944 by Veesenmayer informs about the 

development of German demands: 
“According to SS Obersturmbannftihrer Eichmann, to date about 27,000 
Jews of both sexes who are fit to march and working have been put on the 
march to Reich territory. It is expected that there will be a remaining con- 
tingent of about 40,000 Jews still fit for work, who will be transported 
away in daily installments of 2 - 4,000.” 

He returned to the issue in more detail in another telegram dated 21 No- 

vember 1944: 
“In the course of the evacuation of Jews from Budapest, a fundamental 
change occurred. Szalasi ordered that, in view of the inadequacies that had 
arisen in this connection, the transport of Jewish women should no longer 
be permitted by foot, but only by means of transport provided, which, in 
view of the impossibility of procuring rail cars, was practically tantamount 
to stopping the deportation. On the other hand, the head of the Jewish de- 
ployment in the Lower-Danube Area, SS Obersturmbannfiihrer Hoess, who 
was present here, stated that he could only deploy men who were capable 
of the best work, if possible not over 40 years of age, and who were able to 
endure the particularly heavy work to be performed underground in the 
Reich territory for a longer period of time. Jews who did not meet these re- 
quirements, including women, currently represented the heaviest burden on 
his labor operations, so that he even had considered rejecting unsuitable 
contingents already en route to the Reich border, and had only refrained 
from doing so for political reasons. Accordingly, the principle of clearing 
out as much of the urban area as possible is no longer decisive for further 
work here, but only the removal of Jews who are absolutely fit for work.” 

According to a “Report on the situation of the Hungarian Jews” by Swe- 

dish diplomat Raoul Wallenberg dated 8 December 1944, 
“about 40,000 Jews, comprising 15,000 members of the Jewish Forced La- 
bour Corps and 25,000 other persons of both sexes were apprehended in 
their homes or in the streets and forced to set out for Germany on foot. [...] 
20,000 members of the Jewish Forced Labour Corps were taken to the 
frontier by train.” (Levai, pp. 381f.) 

These Jews were not deported to Auschwitz, but to Austria, where they 

were mainly deployed in the construction of the line of fortifications called 

Siidostwall. 
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1.3. Reports on the Deportation of Jews from 
Hungary 


The course of the Jewish transports from Hungary is amply documented by 
multiple telegrams from German officials in Budapest to the authorities in 
Berlin, sent mainly by Veesenmayer to Ambassador Ritter. 
The first is dated 16 May, and has the number 182:”° 
“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 15 May [...]: 
Jews: A total of about 300,000 Jews are now concentrated in the Carpathi- 
an Region and in Transylvania. Their removal began on 14 May. Four spe- 
cial trains with 3,000 Jews each are leaving daily.” 
Telegram No. 188, dated 18 May 1944:” 
“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 17 May 1944 [...] 
Jews: Of the approximately 300,000 Jews concentrated in the Carpathian 
Region, 23,363 have been deported so far. [...]” 
Telegram No. 191, dated 19 May 1944:” 
“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 18 May 1944 [...] 
Jews: Total number of deportees: 51,000” 
Telegram No. 193, dated 20 May 1944: 
“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 19.5. 44 [...] 
Jews: The evacuation operation in eastern Hungary continues to proceed 
according to plan. So far, 62,644 Jews have been deported.” 
Telegram No. 207, dated 25 May 1944:”4 
“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 23 May [...] 
Jews: Total number deported to the Reich 110,556.” 
Telegram No. 212, dated 25 May 1944:7° 
“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 24 and 25 May 1944 
[...] 
Jews: 24 May. Total number deported to the Reich 117,082. [...] 
25 May. Total number deported to the Reich 138,870.” 
Telegram No. 1474 by Veesenmayer to the Foreign Office, dated 25 May 
1944:76 
“Deportation Jews from Karpatho Region and Transylvania runs smoothly 
as planned. To date, about 150,000 have been dispatched to their destina- 
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tions. Due to increased occupancy of the rail cars, evacuation operation 
from the above-mentioned zones is completed as early as 7 June.” 

Report by von Thadden, dated 25 May 1944:”” 
“The next morning, I visited the Eichmann office. An overview showed that, 
by noon on the 24th, about 116,000 Jews had been transported to the 
Reich.” 

Report by von Thadden, dated 26 May 1944:”8 
“These concentration measures led to the apprehension of about 320,000 
Jews, of whom 12-14,000 were transported to the Generalgouvernement 
for dispatch every day since 15 May. By noon on 24 May, 116,000 Jews 
had been deported.” 

Telegram No. 217 by Veesenmayer to Ambassador Ritter, dated 27 May 

1944: 
“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 27 May 1944 [...] 
Jews: Total number deported to the Reich: 17 ,038 [sic].” 

Telegram No. 225 by Veesenmayer to Ambassador Ritter, dated 31 May 

1944:%° 
“Jews: Total number deported to the Reich 204,312.” 

Telegram No. 226, dated 1 June 1944:*! 
“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 31 May 1944 [...] 
Jews: Number deported to the Reich 217,236.” 

Telegram No. 232, dated 1 June 1944:%° 
“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on I June 1944 [...] 
Jews: Total number deported to the Reich 236,414” 

Telegram No. 238, dated 2 June 1944:%3 
“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 2 June 1944 [...] 
Jews: Total number deported to the Reich: 247,856.” 

Telegram No. 241, dated 6 June 1944:** 
“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 3 June 1944 [...] 
Jews: Total number deported to the Reich: 253,389.” 

Telegram No. 243, dated 6 June 1944:%° 
“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 6 June (1944) [...] 
Jews: Total number deported to the Reich: 274,949” 

Telegram No. 245, dated 7 June 1944:%° 
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“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 7 and § June 1944 

[...] 

Jews. [...] Total number deported to the Reich on 8 June: 289,357.” 
Telegram No. 1657 by Veesenmayer to the Foreign Office, dated 13 June 
1944:°’ 

“Deportation of Jews from Carpathian Region and Transylvania (Zones I 

and II) to destinations completed on 7 June, a total of 289,357 Jews in 92 

trains of 45 cars each.” 

The deportation plan also called for the transport of 67,000 Jews in 21 
trains from 11 to 16 June from the area north of Budapest, and 45,000 in 15 
trains from 17 to 24 June from Zone IV (area east of the Danube, without 
Budapest). 

Telegram No. 251 by Veesenmayer to Ambassador Ritter, dated 14 
June 1944: 

“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 13 June 1944 [...] 

Jews: Total number deported to the Reich: 316,803.” 

Telegram No. 258, dated 15 June 1944:%° 
“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 14 June [...] 
Jews: Total number deported to the Reich: 324,005.” 

Telegram No. 259, dated 15 June 1944:°° 

“To date, some 340,000 Jews have been handed over to the Reich.” 
Telegram No. 1820 by Veesenmayer to the Foreign Office, dated 17 June 
1944.7! 

“Jews: Total number deported to the Reich: 326,009.” 

Telegram No. 1830 by Veesenmayer to the Foreign Office, dated 17 June 
1944:° 

“The total number of Jews deported to the Reich amounts to 340,142.” 
Telegram No. 280 by Veesenmayer to Ambassador Ritter, dated 27 June 
1944:°° 

“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 26 June 1944 [...] 

Jews. Total number deported to the Reich: 351,850.” 

Telegram No. 1838 by Veesenmayer to the Foreign Office, dated 30 June 
1944.4 
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“T) Removal of Jews from Zone III completed on schedule with 50,805. To- 
tal number from Zones I-III 340,162. 
II) Concentration in Zone IV and removal completed on schedule with 
41,499. Total number 381,661.” 
Telegram No. 292 by Veesenmayer to Ambassador Ritter, dated 1 July 
1944: 
“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 29 June 1944 [...] 
Jews: Total number deported to the Reich: 377,601.” 
Telegram No. 295, dated 6 July 1944:°° 
“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 30 June: 
Jews. Total number deported to the Reich: 381,661. — This concludes the 
evacuation of Zone IV.” 
Telegram No. 306 of 8 July 1944:°7 
“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on 6 and 7 July 1944 
[...]: 
Jews: Total number deported to the Reich 422,911.” 
Telegram No. 309, dated 9 July 1944:°8 
“The Higher SS and Police Leader reports to me on & July 1944 [...] 
Jews: Total number deported to the Reich: 429.078.” 
Telegram No. 1927 by Veesenmayer to the Foreign Office, dated 11 July 
1944:°° 
“I. Concentration and deportation of Jews in Zone V including Operation 
Budapest Suburbs completed as planned on 9 July, with 55,741. Total 
number from Zones I to V including Operation Suburbs now 437,402.” 
From the reports by Ferenczy which provide useful numerical data,’ the 
following data about the deportations of Jews from Hungary can be drawn: 


—21 May: up to midnight, 94,667 Jews had been deported in 29 trains. '°! 
— 28 May: up to midnight, 184,049 Jews had been deported in 58 trains.'” 
— By 7 June, 275,415 Jews had been deported in 92 trains.'!™ 

— By 29 June, 380,238 Jews had been deported in 129 trains. ! 
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101 Karsai/Molnar, p. 507. Report of 21 May. 

102 ibid., p. 508. Report of 29 May. T/1163, p. 18. 

103 ibid., p. 514. Report of 9 June. T/1165, p. 26. 

104 ibid., p. 519. Report of 29 June. 
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— From 14 May to 6 July, 410,223 Jews had been deported in 139 trains, 
with the exception of Police District I (Budapest, suburbs). !°° 
— By 8 July, 434,351 Jews had been deported in 147 trains.'°° 


These reports also contain more-specific information regarding individual 
areas of operation: 


Zone III (Districts IT & VI): deportation from 11 to 16 June. 
Jews concentrated in preparation for deportation: 

23,725 in the Székesfehérvar District, 

28,104 in the Miskolc District, 

a total of 51,829 (12-June report). 
The number of trains is not given, but is obtained by subtracting the 28- 
June number (129 trains) from the 7-June number (92 trains): 37 trains, 14 
of which belong to the period 25-28 June (see below), so 23 trains must be 
counted for the period 11-16 July. 

Ferenczy does not report figures for Jews deported, except this: up to 
noon on 6 June, 16,238 Jews had been deported in 6 trains (12-June re- 
port). 


Zone IV (Districts VI & VII): deportation from 25 to 28 June. 
21,489 from the district of Szeged 
19,016 from Debrecen district, 
a total of 40,505 in 14 trains (29-June report). 


Zone V (Districts II & VI): deportation from 4 to 6 July. 
17,667 from Szombately district. 
11,889 from the district of Pécs 
a total of 29,556 in 10 trains (9-July report) 


Zone V (District I): deportation from 6 to 8 July. 
24,128 Jews in 8 trains (9-July report). 


Braham summarizes Ferenczy’s reports in a table, in which he compares 
them with Veesemmayer’s data (Braham 1981, Vol. 2, p. 607): 


105 ibid., p. 521. Report of 9 July. There are two different reports dated 9 July 1944. 
106 ibid., p. 522. Report of 9 July. T/1166, p. 40: “From 14 May 1944 to today, a total of 
434,351 people of the Jewish race have left this country by 147 trains.” 
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Table 1.1: Deportation Data by Ferenczy and Veesenmayer Compared 


Police Deportation ee # Deportees 
District Period Ferenczy | Veesenmayer 
VII IX,X ]15May—7June] 92 | 288-793 | 989,357 
pore : [275,415] 
235725 
Il, VII 11-16 June 23 28.104 50,805 
25-28 June 14 zee 41,499 
19,016 
V, VI 
4-6 Jul 10 th 
Siac 11,889 | 55,741 
Ill, IV, I 6-8 July 8 24,128 
Totals: 147 434,351 437,402 


Although, on the whole correct, these figures require clarification. Braham 
writes (ibid.): 

“In his report of June 8, 1944, Ferenczy lists the number of those deported 

from Police Districts VHT, IX, and X as 275,415. His later reports, howev- 

er, brought the figure closer to that of Veesenmayer.”’ 
However, in no report did Ferenczy mention the figure of 288,333 depor- 
tees; it is the result of a calculation. In fact, if we subtract from the total 
number of deportees the subtotals from June 5 to July 8, we obtain: 

(434,351 — 51,929 — 40,505 — 29,556 — 24,128 =) 288,333 
If, on the other hand, one subtracts from the figure of 29 June those for 5- 
28 June, one obtains: 

(380,660 — 51.929 — 40,505 =) 288,326 
On the other hand, Ferenczy never corrected the figure of 275,415 (as he 
did for a much less important case!’), which, as I will explain later, was 
not the result of an error, but was only an incomplete figure. 

Ferenczy’s reports, for the periods of 11-16 and 25-28 June, and 4-6 Ju- 
ly also present the relevant deportation plans with the indication of concen- 
tration centers, number of persons concentrated, day and number of trans- 
ports planned. Examination of these plans shows that the numbers of trains 
actually departed diverges in some cases from those indicated above. I re- 
turn to this question in Chapter 1.4. 

The following general picture of Jewish deportations from Hungary can 
be deduced from the above data. 


107 Tn his report of 10 May 1944, Ferenczy specified that the numbers of Jews concentrated 


in Szilagysomly6 was not 8,500, as he had previously written, but 7,200. Karsai/Molnar, 
p. 506. 
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Table 1.2: Cumulative Deportation Figures 


Day 1944 Total # Deportees 
== I7May | 23,3630 
18 May 51,000 


23 May 110,556 


25 May 150,000 


1 June 236,414 


7 June [288,333] (Ferenczy) 


17 June 340,142 [340,162]! 


29 June 377,601 


8 July 429,452 


9 July 434,351 (Ferenczy) 


108 This figure is blatantly anomalous, because there would have been (51,000 — 23,363 =) 
27,637 departures in just one day, meaning 8 or 9 trains. This most likely refers to the 
morning of 17 May, when 7 transports had presumably left. 

109 According to Veesenmayer’s telegram of 30 June 1944, 340,162 Jews had been deported 
from Zones I-III, a figure confirmed by the sum of deportees from Zones I-II and II: 
289,357 + 50,805 = 340,162. Therefore, the figure in Veesenmayer’s telegram no. 1830 
of 17 June 1944 (340,142 deportees) is incorrect. 

110 Without Zone VI (24.128 deportees). 
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1.4. The Kassa List 


The “list of Slovak railroad officials” evoked by Gerlach and Aly, also 
called Gask6 List (Gasko in Czech), first appeared in 1984 in the Toronto 
magazine Menora-Egyenldség with the title “Haldlvonatok’ (“Death 
Trains”). They published the documents they had received on 7 May 1984 
from Mrs. Edith Alexander, widow of Dr. Dr. Ladislav Alexander, who 
had been a friend and colleague of Dr. Miklos Gask6 of Kassa. 

The documents consist of (the accompanying letter is in English): 

“1. Three pages of eyewitness testimony written by Dr. Miklos Gasko enti- 

tled ‘Death Trains’ (Halalvonat{ok]). 

2. Excerpts from the original daily records of the military headquarters of 

Kassa, page 173,697 dealing with the trains (137 in number) deporting 

401,439 Jews by way of Kassa. 

3. Biography of Dr. Miklos Gasko and his obituary notice.’ 
Although a reference to a document is given here — a note [or record: fel- 
jegyezése| from the headquarters of the Kassa Railway Station, p. 173,697 
(a somewhat improbable page number) — the article contains a simple list 
of 137 transports, the total of which, however, does not amount to 401,439 
deportees, but to 400,426 (“Halalvonatok,” 1984). 

In 1988, Randoph L. Braham transcribed this list, with reference to the 
above-mentioned Canadian journal article, but with numerous transcription 
errors, so that the total turned out to be 398,233 deportees. |! Later, Bra- 
ham republished the list correctly (Braham/Tamas/Ivan, Vol. II, pp. 1357- 
1359). 

In the following years, more information about the origin of the list in 
question surfaced. Stefan Hérdler wrote in 2015 (2015, pp. 298f., note 80): 

“The KoSice List originated from the notes of the railroad station official 

Istvan Vrancsik in Kassa/KoSice on the Slovak-Hungarian border, which 

were handed over to the lawyer Dr. Mikulas Gasko and compiled by him 

into a typewritten list.” 
Recently, Déra Pataricza reiterated (Pataricza, p. 309): 
“Istvan Vrancsik, the commander of the Kassa train station, compiled this 
data. He made notes on the trains passing through Kassa and the number 
of deportees. Vrancsik recorded every day at the station how many trains 
passed through the railway station, from which area of Hungary they 
came, and how many Jews the trains carried. According to him, the wag- 
ons were opened at the station, and people were counted and handed over 
to the German and Slovakian railway staff. The rail car doors were then 


, 


ll Braham 1988. Vol. 2, pp. 514f.; in Mattogno 2007, I reproduced this flawed list (pp. 53- 
56). 
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resealed. Vrancsik’s acquaintance, lawyer Gasko, helped in preserving 

these records. As such, this is one of the most important sources on the 

number of victims of the Hungarian Holocaust.” 
The problem in this narrative is that Istvan Vrancsik was neither “the 
commander of the Kassa train station,” nor a “railroad official” at all. 

In the account published in the above-mentioned article (in Hungarian), 
Dr. Gask6 stated that the source of his information was a good friend of 
his, Istvan Vrancsik, the owner of a delicatessen shop (csemegeiizlet) on 
Kossuth Lajos Street, which catered to the military railroad command at 
the Kassa Station. Istvan reported to him how many trains had passed 
through Kassa, what region of Hungary they came from, and how many 
Jews they contained. At Kassa, the deportee cars were opened and people 
counted, then they were closed up and handed over to Slovak personnel. 
The first train passed through Kassa on 14 May 1944, the last on 20 July; 
there were a total of 137 trains carrying 401,439 deportees. 

Dr. Gask6 added (“Halalvonatok,” p. 4): 

“This is attested by a copy [mdsolata] of the 1944 military register of the 

military command of the Kassa Station, obtained by Vrancsik and attached 

hereto as a copy [mdsolatban].”’ 
So the list published in Menora-Egyenléség was a copy of a copy. The 
“military register” of transports does not exist, so it is impossible to know 
whether the list in question is an authentic copy of the original document. 
What is more, the manner in which it was obtained by Vrancsik is un- 
known. 

The Gask6 List or Kassa List has been accepted by Holocaust historiog- 
raphy as authentic without any critical analysis. However, it poses signifi- 
cant problems. First, if, of the total of 437,402 or 434,351 deportees in 147 
trains, 400,426 deportees in 136 trains passed through Kassa up to 8 July 
1944, where did the remaining 36,976 or 34,105 deportees in 11 trains pass 
through? 

Second, it cannot be said with absolute certainty that all trains that 
passed through Kassa were directed to Auschwitz, nor that all trains that 
did not pass through there were not directed to Auschwitz. But even as- 
suming that all trains that passed through Kassa later arrived at Auschwitz, 
it is impossible to establish a direct correlation between the Kassa List and 
the Glaser List. This is precisely the “match-of-the-dates “ argument pro- 
posed by Gerlach and Aly, which was later developed by Michael Honey 
and taken up by Ian Baxter, as I mentioned earlier. 

Two documented events help shed light on the issue. 

Kassa was the border station with Slovakia; across the border, the first 
station, a few miles away, was Kysak. 
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On 14 June 1944, Ludin sent the German Foreign Office a telegram, in 
which he reported an unpleasant incident:'!” 

“Slovak intelligence has brought the following report of Police Station 
Kysak, Presov District, to the attention of German intelligence officer: 
‘On 24 May, while German transports No. 6332316, 6332316 and 6332318 
were passing through, which brought Jews from Hungary, it was estab- 
lished that the German transport escorts, during their stay at the Kysak 
railroad station, went into the cars and forced the Jews, by shooting them, 
to give them jewelry and other valuables such as watches, rings, fountain 
pens and also money. It was found out that the accompanying German 
units of transport no. 6332317 entertained themselves with this money in 
the station restaurant, got drunk and sang. 

The transports stood in Kysak, No. 6332318 from 11:15 a.m. to 2:23 p.m., 

No. 6332316 from 1:35 p.m. to 4:12 p.m. No. 633231[7] from 6:25 p.m. to 

9:35 p.m.“ 

On 27 August 1944, engineer Endre von Bird forwarded “to the German 
embassy” in Budapest a request for his wife’s release, explaining the back- 
ground:'!? 

“On 28 May 1944, my wife, Iren von Biro, née Hirsch, was transported 

from Marosvadsdrhely by train no. 6,332,340 [sic] Da schedule 502, 

through Kassa to Greater Germany. The train left Kassa on 30 May 1944 

at 2:23 p.m. as no. 4,637.” 

Thus, there was a detailed “schedule” for the transit of each deportation 
train, which was assigned a specific number (the documents mention num- 
bers 6332316, 6332317. 6332318 and 6332340, also the number 6320410, 
which left Sarvar on 4 August 1944). 

These trains stopped at Kysak Station, and this was probably the norm. 
However, the military command of Kysak Station, like that at Kassa, 
should also have compiled a list of trains that passed through there. 
The numbering of the trains, one must assume, respected the chronological 
order of departure from Hungary, but train no. 6332318 arrived and depart- 
ed there before the other two. 

As for the other case, the Kassa List mentions precisely a train that left 
Marosvasarhely on 27 May 1944 with 3,183 people. It arrived in Kassa on 
the 28th, departed on the 30th, and arrived in Auschwitz probably on the 


12 PAAA, RZ-214, 100891 AB, p. 20. NG-5569. 

3 PAAA, RZ-214, 100891A, pp. 80f. Von Biré had received a release certificate for his 
wife from the Hungarian Foreign Office, but it was received after the train had departed, 
so he asked for her to be sent back. On 10 September, the German embassy in Budapest 
replied that, “since the deported Jews whose return is requested must be considered as 
carriers of secrets with regard to their passage through A Camp or their present activity 
in Germany, sending them back to Hungary is unacceptable.” PAAA, RZ-214, 100891A, 
p. 78. 
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31st. It is unknown whether such a long stop in Kassa was an exceptional 
event or whether it was the norm. All this makes the “match-of-the-dates” 
argument even more flimsy. 

But already the mere fact that, up to 9 July 1944, the Kassa List con- 
tains 136 records and the Glaser List 142, makes it impossible to match 
dates accurately without arbitrary external forcing, as I shall show in more 
detail later. 

Scholars who had unrestricted access to the archives, such as Braham 
and Gerlach/Aly, did not care at all to investigate the historically important 
issue of the railway schedules, the numbering of the trains and their pas- 
sage through Kysak Station. Instead, from the first document quoted earli- 
er, they simply drew a cock-and-bull story, as if this fact, from their per- 
spective of a mass extermination of hundreds of thousands of people, was 
more valuable than issues concerning transportation.'' 

The problem of missing transports has been addressed in particular by 
Eszter Garai-Edler and Michael Honey. In 2014, the former compiled a list 
of transports sorted by zone and deportation location,'!> distributed as fol- 
lows: 


— Zone I: 57 transports with 174,589 persons''® 

— Zone II: 35 transports with 100,341 persons 

— Zone III: 17 transports with 47,246 persons 

— Zone IV: 16 transports with 44,942 persons 

— Zone V: 14 transports with 34,086 persons 

— Zone VI: 8 transports with 22,067 persons 
Total: 147 transports with 423,271 persons (including the transport of 20 
July). 

The essential source is the Kassa List, with some additions (trains that 

did not pass through Kassa): 

— 28 May: 5.200 deportees from Baja 

— 26 June: 2.999 deportees from Debrecen 

— 26 June: 2.567 deportees from Szolnok 

— 27 June: 3.842 deportees from Debrecen 

— 28 June: 3.263 deportees from Szeged 

— 29 June:''” 1.684 deportees from Szeged. 


4 Braham 1981, Vol. 2, p. 610; Gerlach/Aly, pp. 277f. 

‘lS https://hungarianfreepress.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/07/Tablazat_Menetrend-—— 
1944 -angol.pdf 

116 The deportations from Zone I (corresponding to Police District VIII) did not occur con- 
secutively, but were interspersed with transports from Zone II (Districts [IX and X). 
Therefore, the 57 transports in question bear no relation to the 58 indicated by Ferenczy 
up to 28 May 1944. See further below. 
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Total: 19.555 deportees in 6 trains. 

The list compiled by Michael Honey, which was reproduced as such by Ian 
Baxter, is similarly based on the Kassa List, which is completed with 8 
more transports (9 if including one transport on 19 July), each of 3,160 
people. Honey explicitly mentions deportations to Strasshof, which he says 
involved 20,787 people, but another figure appears incomprehensibly in 
the summary: 

3,800 deportees from Budapest (Kistarcsa) and Bacska Topolya arrived 
at Auschwitz on 2 May 1944, 402,117 deportees ascertained by the Hun- 
garian government, and “9 more trains as per Glaser List (these are in the 
tabulation 3160 people per train) 28,440.” Adding up these figures, he gets 
the total of 434,357 deportees, which is almost identical to Ferenczy’s: 
434,351. 

This is actually a forced calculation in order to arrive at a predetermined 
result. First, Ferenczy’s figure does not include the first two transports (29 
and 30 April 1944), so 3,800 deportees must be subtracted. Second, the 
ninth train refers to 19 July, so up to 9 July, one has to consider 8 trans- 
ports with 25,280 deportees, but those going to Strasshof were 20,787 (fig- 
ure taken from Braham), so it is not clear where the remaining (25,280 — 
20,787 =) 4,493 came from. This is another artifice to arrive at the figure of 
434,357 deportees. Honey’s true total is actually 426,064. 

For the period 14 May to 9 July, Honey therefore incorrectly considers 
(434,357 — 3,800 — 3,160 =) 427,397 deportees in (136 + 8 =) 144 trains. 

The 8 added trains are as follows: 
. 24 May: 3.160 deportees “possibly Barcs” 
. 26 May: 3.160 deportees, “possibly Baja via Ganserndorf, Aust.” 
. 26 May: 3.160 deportees, “possibly Baja (as above)” 
. 29 May: 3.160 deportees, with no origin given 
. 6 June: 3.160 deportees from Dej 
. 10 June: 3.160 deportees from Székesfehérvar 
. 11 June: 3.160 deportees, with no origin given 
. 17 June: 3.160 deportees from Dunaszerdahely. 
However, these are mere conjectures, especially — but not exclusively — for 
the claimed number of deportees. 

R.L. Braham states that between 25 and 28 June, 6 or 7 trains with Jews 
departing from Zone IV went from Hungary to Strasshof (20,787 people). 
The deportees origins: 5,640 from Baja, 6,841 from Debrecen, 5,739 from 
Szeged and 2,567 from Szolnok (Braham 1981, Vol. 2, p. 652). 

Szita Szabolcs writes on this subject (2005, p. 103): 


ONNNFWNH 


'I7 Tn the list incorrectly 29 July. 
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“At Eichmann’s behest, a total of 15,011 Jews — 6,641 from Debrecen, 
5,239 from Szeged, 2,567 from Szolnok and 564 from Baja — arrived to the 
labor camp with their families. [...] 
The Vienna Landeswirtschaftsamt (regional economic office) recorded 
14,700 Hungarian prisoners. Existing records from the end of August and 
beginning of September indicate that 5,972 people (41%) performed forced 
labor in the Greater Vienna region of the Reichsgau. According to data 
collected by one of the record keepers, a deportee from Mezotur named 
Eva Friedmann, there were 6,889 men (41.05%) and 9,812 women 
(58.95%) among the Hungarians who had been sent to the Strasshof 
camp.” 
These data, however, do not come from a document, but from the testimo- 
ny of former inmate Edit Csillag (never mentioned by Szabolcs), who 
claims to have had access to Strasshof’s inmate personnel files. She men- 
tioned the aforementioned transports while also specifying the dates of 
their arrival:''® 


Table 1.3: Strasshof Trains acc. to Edit Csillag 
Day 1944 Origin # Deportees 


27 June Szolnok 2,567 


y_ |Szeged 


30 June Baja 564 
Total: 16,701 


The transport from Budapest is the one mentioned by Rudolf Kastner (who 
claimed 1,684 deportees for it), which left on 30 June and arrived in Bel- 
gen-Belsen on 8 July (Kastner 1961, pp. 130, 134). 

Comparison of Braham’s figures with those given by Edit Csillag sug- 
gests that the former (except for the one departing from Szolnok) are an 
obvious corruption of the latter, caused by transcription errors. 

The 564 Jews from Baja deported to Strasshof were associated with the 
transport from Bacsalmas on 28 June 1944. Braham asserts that “approxi- 
mately 400” Baja Jews remaining there after the two May deportations 
were transferred to Bacsalmas on 17 June and deported from there on 25 
June (Braham 1981, Vol. 2, p. 644), but the date is inaccurate. In the entry 
“Bacsalmas” in the Encyclopedia of Camps and Ghettos, Cristina Bejan 
notes (White, p. 315): 

“Between June 25 and 28, 1944 the Bacsalmds ghetto was emptied. Most 

of the Jews from Bacsalmds were sent to Auschwitz, with a smaller group 


"8 http://degob.hu/index.php?showjk_img_full=3628&page=1. 
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sent to the Strasshof camp, near Vienna, as part of Rudolf (Rezs6) Kaszt- 

ner’s negotiations with Adolf Eichmann.” 

Evidently, the transport from Bacsalmas on 28 June, which contained 
2,737 deportees, also passed through Vienna. 564 people were taken off at 
Strasshof, so that 2,173 arrived at Auschwitz. 

Gabor Hirsch notes that “there were transports to Auschwitz via Kas- 
sa/KoSice which are not mentioned in the Vrancsik/GaSko list. How many 
differences there are is difficult to say,” and supports this assertion with 
two examples, but only the first is based on documents. He notes that Bra- 
ham, in his book A magyaroszdgi Holocauszt foldrajzi Enciklopédidja 
(Geographical Encyclopedia of the Hungarian Holocaust), mentioned a 
transport of 2,743 deportees that arrived at Auschwitz on 17 June from 
Székesfehérvar, and followed the G6d6ll6-Hatvan-Milskolc-Hidasnémeti 
railway line. Various accounts from the DEGOB!”” attest to this transport. 
The most important is No. 3564, which was written by the twins Andre and 
Laszl6 Kiss.!”° 

Hirsch continues: 

“The twin Laszlo Kiss of Seregélyes writes in his ‘Auschwitz Diary’ that 

the train composition with 25-30 wagons and drawn by two locomotives 

halted in Kassa/KoSice, where the police officials confiscated the last valu- 
ables and the transport was taken over by SS guards. It arrived in Ausch- 
witz-Birkenau on Saturday, 17 Juni (the transport was not listed by 

Vrancsik/Gasko).”’ (Hirsch, p. 101) 

The twins in question were registered at Auschwitz under numbers A- 
14319 and A-14320 (Kubica, p. 452). According to the “List of Jewish 
Transports,” these numbers were assigned precisely on 17 June 1944 (see 
Appendix, Table 1.1). 

The Encyclopedia of Camps and Ghettos also states that “documenta- 
tion suggests that 2,743 Jews were deported from Székesfehérvar to 
Auschwitz on June 14, 1944” (White, p. 376). 

To assess the reliability of the Kassa List, it must be compared with 
known transport data. This comparison cannot be made with the data in 
Table 1.2, because they refer to the departure of trains from Hungary, and 
it is not known with certainty when they passed through Kassa: the same 
day? On the next day? After two days? 

Therefore, it is necessary to take as a reference the chronology of the 
various stages of deportation from the Hungarian police districts, which 
were separated by intervals of more than three days, so the passage of the 


9 Deportdltakat Gondoz6 Orszdgos Bizottsdg, National Committee for Assistance to De- 
portees. 
'20 http://degob. hu/index.php?showjk_img=3564. 
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trains through Kassa occurred before the start of the next stage. 
Since even the final figures for Veesenmayer (437,402) and Ferenczy 
(434,351) differ roughly by 1%, one should not expect a perfect coinci- 
dence between the number of deportees who left Hungary and the number 
of those who passed through Kassa. In practical terms, the respective fig- 
ures can be considered coincident if they do not diverge much more than 
1%. 

With regard to the first phase of deportation (14 May to 7 June 1944), 
one must take up the data presented in Table 1.1. 


Table 1.4: Deportation Data from Police Districts VIII, [IX and X Com- 
_pared 


Date # Trains z Depertces Kassa List | # Trains 
Ferenczy | Veesenmayer 
21 May 29 94,667 94,697 29 
28 May 58 184,049 183,583 58 
15 May- 92 288,333 121 
7 June [96] 275,415 289,357 273,517 91 


The following should be observed here. 

1) Up to 21 and 28 May, the number of actual deportees and that of the 
Kassa List agree almost perfectly. 

2) At the end of the first phase of deportation, 7 June 1944, the Kassa 
List records the passing of 273,517 deportees in 91 trains. The missing 
transport may be the one from Nagykallé (1,900 deportees on 21 May 
1944) which is reported by Eszter Garai-Edler in the list mentioned earlier; 
in that case, this results in (273,517 + 1,900 =) 275,417 deportees in 92 
trains, a figure virtually identical to Ferenczy’s: 275,415. I have already 
mentioned that this was simply an incomplete figure, because it did not 
take into account the Jews sent to Ganserndorf, and probably to Estland, 
who were thus (288,333 — 275,415 =) 12,918 in 4 transports. 

On the basis of testimony, Eleonore Lappin-Eppel informs us that at 
least two transports were directed to Ganserndorf, near Vienna, from Baja/ 
Bacska on 25 and 26 May 1944. The second of them counted 4,200 people 
in 56 rail cars. From the first one, 200-300 deportees were taken off, 700 
from the second. 

According to information the witness received later, the latter transport 
continued on to Auschwitz (Lappin-Eppel 2010, pp. 45f.; 1996, pp. 57-59). 


'21 Until 9 June, when the last transport from Districts [IX and X passed through. The next 
transport (2,794 deportees from Maklar) was part of the deportation period 11-16 June 
1944. 
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Judit Molnar cites reports from the mayor of Baja, Bernhart Sandor, 
that the camp strength was 5,154 people on 17 May 1944. On the same 
day, another 1,749 deportees arrived from Szabadka, and 2,260 more from 
Szeged (Molnar, p. 65), so the total number was 9,163 people. Subtracting 
the 564 people who were taken to Strasshof from the transport that left 
Bacsalmas on 28 June, that leaves 8,599 people. Hence, if the transport 
from Baja of 26 May contained 4,200 deportees, the one on 25 May con- 
tained about 4,400. Therefore, in the two remaining transports, probably 
sent to Estland, about (12,918 — 8,599 =) 4,300 people were deported. 

Ruth Bettina Birn writes that “five hundred Jewish women from Hunga- 
ry arrived in Estonia in June 1944” (Birn, p. 182, footnotes 135). Former 
deportee E. B. (DEGOB Protocol No. 5, see earlier) stated that she arrived 
in Auschwitz on 5 July 1944, and was transferred to Riga three days later 
in a transport, from which 500 female inmates were then sent “to a village 
called Urbe,” evidently Kurbe (Dondangen/Dundaga), a subcamp of the 
Riga-Kaiserwald Camp (camp nos. 16 and 28 in Szita Scabolcs’s list men- 
tioned earlier). Lilly Breuer was deported to Auschwitz on 10 June 1944, 
and was transferred to Kividli three days later (see Chapter 1.6). 

Baja was located in Police District V, but the above-mentioned two 
transports departed during the deportations from Districts VIII, Ix X. That 
is no doubt why they were not accounted for at once, and the two missing 
transports also likely came from another district. 

As for the number of trains, it should be noted that Ferenczy indicated 
the number of 92 in connection with 275,415 deportees, but the final figure 
of 288,333 assumes 96 trains, viz: 

275,415 in 92 trains 

288,333 in 96 trains 
As I anticipated above, for deportation phases 11-16 June, 25-28 June and 
July 4-6, Ferenczy set out detailed transportation plans, which I reproduce 
in the following tables. 
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Table 1.5: Transportation Plan for the Period 11-16 June 1944 
(Karsai/Molnar, p. 516). 


Origin Day: | 11 | 12 | 13 | 14 | 15 | 16 | #Deportees | # Trains 
Miskolc 


Székesfehérvar | / | 1/|/ > / . / | / 2,743 1 
Léva FV GP Ade look ok oh 2,624 1 
Totals: 51,379 21 

[51,829] 


The above transport plan shows 51,379 deportees in 21 trains, but 
Ferenczy’s general summary mentions 51,829 deportees in 23 trains. The 
initial plan (report of 29 May 1944; ibid., pp. 511f.) envisaged for Miskolc 
the deportation of 19,100 (recte: 18,999)! in 6 trains, but there were actu- 
ally 13,500 deportees, who were transported in 5 trains. Consequently, the 
train scheduled for 16 June was undoubtedly cancelled. For Dunaszerdahe- 
ly, 4,500 people were counted on being deported in two trains, but in fact 
2,940 were transported, and the train scheduled to leave on 13 June was 
cancelled. Therefore, 19 trains actually departed, and it is not explained 
why Ferenczy mentioned 23. The difference of four trains implies a higher 
number of deportees on the order of 9,000 to 12,000, while the difference 
between the two figures is only (51,829 — 51,379 =) 450. The actual num- 
ber of trains must therefore be 19. 

The Kassa List notes 47,180 deportees in 17 trains; two trains are miss- 
ing: the one that left Gyér on June 12 (2,100 deportees)'** and the one from 
Székesfehérvar on June 14 (2,743 deportees). By adding these two trans- 
ports, the Kassa List becomes complete, both for the number of trains (19) 
and for the number of deportees: (47,180 + 2,100 + 2,743 =) 52,023, as 
opposed to 51,829, a virtually identical figure. 

This results in the following transportation plan: 


122 Error in the sum of Jews concentrated in 13 localities. 

3 Assuming that the figure from the Kassa List is correct, subtracting the figure of the 
Kassa List from the total number of deportees from Gy6r results in: (5,085 — 2,985 =) 
2,100. 
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Table 1.6: Corrected Transportation Plan for the Period 11-16 June 1944 


sa # Deportees 
Pay AE) ay) Orem Ferenczy : Kassa List 
11 11. |Maklar [Eger] 2,744 2,794 


Balassagyarmat (1) 


Ersekdjvar (1) 2,899 


13 13. |Salgotarjan 


14 14 —_‘|Balassagyarmat (2) 


13 15 {Léva 2,624 2,678 


15 16 |Komaron (2) 1+2=5,040 2,673 


15 16 Dunaszerdahely (2) 1+2=2,940 2,969 


Totals:| 51,379 [51,829] 47,180 


Adding the two missing transports to the Kassa List total yields: 47,180 + 
(2,100 + 2,743 =) 52,023. 


Table 1.7: Transportation Plan for the Period 25-28 June 19444 


Origin Day: 25 26 27 28 | # Deportees | # Trains 
Kecskemét 1 / 1 / 5,413 2 
S 


Bacsalmas 


Szolnok 
Békéscsaba 1 3,113 1 


Totals: 40,505 15 


The transportation plan mentions 40,505 deportees in 15 trains; the general 
summary shows the same number of deportees, but in 14 trains. The Kassa 


'24 Karsai/Molnar, report of 12 June 1944, p. 518; report of 29 June 1944, p. 518. 
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List has ten transports with 31,278 deportees. The four missing transports 
are those that were directed to Strasshof. At this point, it is conducive to 
take Edit Csillag’s data and compare it with Ferenczy’s data that of the 
Kassa List: 


Table 1.8: Data Comparison, Number of Deportees acc. to Csillag, 
Kassa List, Ferenczy 


Origin Csillag | Kassa List | Ferenczy | Csillag + Kassa List 
Debrecen | @,641 | ee A 
Szeged 3,239 3,199 8,617 8,438 
Szolnok 2,567 2,038 4,666 4,605 
Totals:| 14,447 14,391 26,367 28,838 


As can be seen, the total number of deportees from Debrecen (Csillag + 
Kassa List) turns out to be greater than the actual number: 15,795 versus 
13,084. This means that the transports from Debrecen had 6,641 deportees 
withdrawn at Strasshof, and those that arrived at Auschwitz were (13,084 — 
6,641 =) 6,443. 

Thus, four transports with 13,084 deportees left Debrecen on 25, 26, 27 
and 28 June, three of which are recorded in the Kassa List. The first two 
(25 and 26 June) carried (2,286 + 3,842 =) 6,128 deportees to Auschwitz; 
the remaining two (27 and 28 June) contained (13,084 — 6,128 =) 6,956 
deportees. One of these two transports, the one on 28 June, after being reg- 
istered in the Kassa List (3,026 deportees), went on to Auschwitz, so the 
other transport contained (6,956 — 3,026 =) 3,930. From these two trans- 
ports were taken the 6,641 Strasshof deportees. 

One transport departed from Szeged on 25 June with 3,199 deportees, 
which arrived at Auschwitz, and two transports on 27 and 28 June with 
(8,617 — 3,199 =) 5,418 deportees, which were directed to Strasshof, where 
5,239 of them were taken off. 

Finally, two transports departed from Szolnok, one with 2,038 depor- 
tees on 27 June, which went to Auschwitz, and one two days earlier (25 
June) with (4,666 — 2,038 =) 2,628 deportees, which arrived at Strasshof, 
where 2,567 deportees were admitted. 

The transport from Budapest with 1,690 deportees that arrived at 
Strasshof on 30 June is not part of Ferenczy’s deportation records. This 
reduces the gap between Veesenmayer’s total (437,402) and Ferenczy’s to 
(434,351 + 1,690 =) 436,041. 

The transports for this period are summarized in the following table. 
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Table 1.9: Comparison of Deportation Figures for 25-28 June 1944 


nas # Deportees 
rey Drees ere Ferenczy Kassa List 
25 25 Debrecen (1) 2,286 2,286 _ 


Debrecen (2) 


26 27 Nagyvarad 2,819 2,819 : 


Bacsalmas 


27 / Szeged (2) 


5,418 


28 29 |Debrecen (4) 3,026 3,026 
Totals: 40,505 31,278 


Adding the four missing transports on the Kassa List, we obtain: 31,278 + 
(2,628 + 3,930 + 5,418 =) 40,473, versus Ferenczy’s 40,505. 


Table 1.10: Transportation Plan for the Period 4-6 July 1944'*° 
Origin Day: 4 5 6 # Deportees | # Trains 


Kaposvar | aie elas ia gu 
Paks / 1 / 1,083 
Totals: 29,806 10 


Ferenczy’s general summary shows 29,556 deportees in 10 trains, includ- 
ing 17,667 in Police District III (Szombathely) and 11,889 in District IV 
(Pécs). The Kassa List reports 10 transports'’ (the one from Zalaegerszeg 
on 5 July is missing), with 26,093 deportees, with 14,282 of them from 


!25 ibid., report of 30 June 1944, p. 520. 

!26 1/3 of the train loaded at Paks was to be merged at Pusztaszabolcs with 2/3 of the train 
coming from Kaposvar. 

'27 The transport from Paks is counted separately there, while in the transport plan it is 
merged with transport from Kaposvar. 
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District If, and 11,811 from District IV. Adding the missing transport 
(3,000 deportees), the overall total is 29,093, that of District ITV 17,282. 
These figures correspond to Ferenczy’s. This results in the following list of 
transports: 


Table 1.11: Comparison of Deportation Figures for 4-6 July 1944 


i # Deportees 
Day (F) | Day (K) Origin Ferenczy Kassa List 


5 |Sarvar (1) 3,105 


Kaposvar (1) 3,050 : 


6 8  |Pécs (2) 14+2=5,963 0523-.. 


No transport plan exists for the period 6-8 July. Ferenczy’s general sum- 
mary speaks of 24,128 deportees in eight trains. On 30 June 1944, Feren- 
czy planned the deportation of 8,000 Jews in three trains from the Monor 
Collection Camp, and 18,000 in six trains from Budakaldsz (Karsai/Mol- 
nar, p. 521), a total of 24,000 people. 

The Kassa List has eight trains, with a total of 23,909 deportees, as listed in 
the following table: 


Table 1.12: Deportation Figures for 6-8 July 1944 
# Deportees 
Ferenczy Kassa List 


Day {Origin 


7 Monor y 3,549 


Budakalasz Be 3,072 


Békaésm ? 1,924 
Totals: 24,128 23,909 


The conclusion drawn from the data presented above is that the Kassa List, 
from which 400,426 deportees result, is fully reliable (see Appendix, Table 
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1.ID. On the basis of the data collected above, it thus enables us to recon- 
struct the complete picture of the deportations of Jews from Hungary, as- 
suming that the 20-July transport from Rakoscsaba, both in terms of the 
date and the number of deportees, is evidently the same as the one men- 
tioned earlier of 1,220 deported on 19 July 1944 from Kistarcsa. 

The following table contains data of transports that are not contained in 
the Kassa List. 


Table 1.13: Deportation Trains not included in the Kassa List 


bs Number of} Strasshof/ ; : 
Date Origin Deportees | Giinserndorf Auschwitz | Estonia 


29 April |Kistarcsa 1,800 / 1,800 /— 


14 May _ |Székesfehérvar 


27 June [Debrecen 3,930 | 6,641 315 is 


5 August [Sarvar 1,296 / 1,296 / 


Totals:| 37,431 25,301 10,567 | 4,300 


Therefore: 

— Jews deported from, Hungary: 400,426 + 37,431 = 437,857, of whom: 

— deported to Strasshof/Ganserndorf: 25.301 

— deported to Auschwitz: 400.426 + 10.567 = 410.993 

— deported to Estland: 4.300 
The second problem remains to be examined: can the Kassa List be used in 
correlation with the Glaser List in order to calculate how many deportees 
were admitted to the Auschwitz Camp and how many were allegedly 
gassed each day? 

In his table reproduced by Baxter, Honey places next to each entry on 
the Kassa List, with the corresponding number of deportees, an entry on 
the Glaser List, one purely conjectural relating to female inmates, and fi- 
nally the number of deportees allegedly killed. For example, the first 
transport on 14 May contained 3,200 people, of whom 221 men and 243 


'28 This transport is included in the Kassa List. 
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women were admitted to the camp, and the remaining 2,736 were therefore 
allegedly killed. 

As mentioned earlier, such a correlation is marred first of all by the fact 
that the Glaser List contains 142 entries, while the Kassa List contains 136 
transports. Second, it is not necessarily the case that the transports arrived 
at Auschwitz in exactly the same order as they passed through Kassa, so 
the order of the records in the Glaser List does not necessarily correspond 
to the order of the Kassa List, as G. Hirsch observed (Hirsch, p. 100): 

“In comparing the lists, the question remains, however, whether the order 

of passing through Kassa/KoSice was the same as that of arrival in Ausch- 

witz, and whether this actually corresponds to the order documented by 

Glaser’s list. As I have mentioned, I ascribe the discrepancies of the lists to 

the redirection of transports (such as that of Debrecen) and different routes 

taken which did not lead through Kassa/KoSice (2 transports via Zsolna- 

Teschen-Krakow-Auschwitz and 6 transports via Vienna-Krakow-Ausch- 

witz).” 

Third, the calculation of the number of women is based on the assumption 
that for each transport 10% more women were admitted to the camp than 
men, which is conjectural and simplistic. Finally, Honey neglects the “List 
of Jewish Transports,” which would have prevented him from making 
some further gross errors. Thus, for 22 May, he assumes the admission to 
the Auschwitz Camp of (487 + 368 + 471 +575 =) 1,901 deportees (men). 
However, on that day, 2,000 Hungarian Jews were registered (A-3103- 
5102). For May 30, he considers (457 + 170 + 554 =) 1,181 admitted in- 
mates, of which 554 were fictitious (invented transport), while in fact 
1,100 Hungarian Jews were registered on that date (A-10741-11840). For 7 
June, Honey claims the admission of (376 + 328 + 269 + 444 =) 1,417 de- 
portees, but 2,004 were registered on that day (A-12091-14094). For 28 
June, he assumed the admission of just two Hungarian Jews, but on that 
day, 1,000 were registered (A-7270-8269). This obviously affects the as- 
sumed number of female inmates as well. A percentage of 110% of female 
deportees admitted to the camp compared to men undoubtedly makes 
sense. However, this is true only for the total, not for each individual entry, 
as I will show later. 


1.5. The Birkenau Transit Camp 


The first transport of Jews from Hungary arrived at Birkenau on 16 May 
1944. Daily Report No. 246 concerning the work at railway siding (con- 
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struction project BW 27), written the same day by SS Unterscharfiihrer 
Franz Sihorsch, states (Bartosik et al., Document 75, p. 391): 

“At 1350 h arrived the first special transport; the construction site had to 

be left by all workers and inmates.” 

Upon arrival at Auschwitz, Hungarian Jews were divided into three catego- 
ries: 

1. inmates fit for work, registered upon arrival; 

2. inmates fit for work, not registered upon arrival; 

3. inmates unfit for work, not registered upon arrival. 

The inmates fit for work and registered were deployed for the camp’s labor 
needs. The unregistered inmates fit for work were crammed into a part of 
the Birkenau Camp called “transit camp,” consisting of Camp Section 
BllIc, part of Camp Section Blla, and later part of Camp Sections BIle and 
BHI. 

An important German document explains how the reception of this cat- 
egory of inmates took place. 

On 26 June 1944, the Dachau Camp complained to the Auschwitz 
Camp’s administration, because inmates who had been transferred from 
Auschwitz on 15 June had arrived at Kaufering Camp dressed in rags. In 
response, the head of the Birkenau Inmate Clothing Department wrote a 
letter to the camp administration on 14 July, trying to justify himself. I 
quote the most important passages: '”° 

“In order to clarify the facts, the entire process from the arrival of the 

Hungarian Jewish inmates to their loading onto trains is described below. 

After the arrival of the inmates in the concentration camp, all civilian 

clothes is removed from them, and after a thorough delousing process, they 

are dressed in inmate clothes provided by the administration. [...] 

After the individual inmate transports have been dressed, they are trans- 

ferred to the transit camp of Concentration Camp Auschwitz IT [Birkenau], 

and taken over by the Labor Service Leader Unterscharftihrer Olexius. He 
issues a receipt for the clothing with which the inmates are clothed. This 
receipt shows which clothing the inmates are provided with. This receipt is 
presented for inspection. In the transit camp, the inmates stay for several 
days (up to 2-3 weeks). In view of the lack of sufficient accommodation, 

1,000 to 1,200 prisoners are lodged in each building, which is intended for 

a normal occupancy of 300 inmates. This circumstance alone causes severe 

contamination of the clothing. In the transit camp, transports are assem- 

bled from the inmates housed there, and these are transferred to the quar- 
antine camp, where they remain for several days until they are transported 
away. [...] 


29 AGK, NTN, 88, pp. 111-113. See Doc. 1. 
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Since May 16, 1944, the clothing department of Concentration Camp 
Auschwitz II have dressed approximately 57,000 prisoners, and have dis- 
patched 48 transports with 45,132 prisoners for deportation without re- 
ceiving the slightest complaint.” 
The “quarantine camp” was Birkenau Camp Section BIla. In Moscow, Jiir- 
gen Graf and I found an important report on the activities of this camp as a 
“transit camp” for Jews deported from Hungary. The document, dated 26 
July 1944, lacks the second page, and is partially damaged at the right 
margin. It bears the following headline: “Prisoner Hospital. Outpatient 
Clinic BIla. Auschwitz I. Monthly report on Hungarian Jews provisionally 
housed in the camp.” The report refers to the period 26 June to 26 July. 
From this, it can be inferred that there was an earlier report that ran from 
15 May to 25 June. I quote the essential part of the document:'*° 
“In the reporting period /26 June to 26 July 1944/ [...gap in original] on 
average 2,500 Hungarian Jews, ready for transport in the camp in 3 
blocks, remained in the camp for 3 to 10 days. 
On arrival and departure, they were subjected to a thorough medical ex- 
amination, and checked for lice. Lice carriers detected during daily fever 
and lice checks were deloused in the camp’s own delousing facility, and 
clothes and linen were disinfected in a steam boiler and impregnated with 
Lauseto."34) 
Seriously ill persons identified during the inspections were transferred 
back to [Hospital Section] BI/f, or transferred to another camp. 
On I July of this year, arrival of 450 young Hungarian Jews from B II/d. 
[...] 
Since too many prisoners were accommodated in the blocks /up to 1000/, 
many had to sleep on the bare concrete floor or on the damp ground, re- 
sulting in an accumulation of colds and diarrhea. The young people in spe- 
cial quarantine in Block 12 have not changed their clothes for 10 weeks, 
the Hungarians in Block 8 for & weeks. Since both groups are not part of 
the camp strength, no soap could be distributed to them. Allocation of soap 
urgently needed.” 
There is moreover a report on “PoW Camp, Construction Sector III,” com- 
piled on 16 June 1944 by “The Hygienist of the Construction Inspection 
‘Silesia’, which describes the catastrophic sanitary conditions in this sec- 
tor of the camp. The author of the report stated: 
“The first transport of prisoners arrived on 9 June 44. At present, the con- 
struction section is occupied by about 7,000 female inmates (Jews).” 


130 GARF, 7021-108-32, p. 76. See Doc. 2. 
131 Trade name of the German-licensed version of the Swiss insecticide DDT, introduced at 
Auschwitz Camp in 1944. 
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Regarding “quarantine measures,” the author explains:'*” 
“Since the inmates of Construction Section III are to be put to work in an 
accelerated manner, an actual quarantine is not carried out. In order to 
avoid major delays in the work assignment in the event of an epidemic, it is 
necessary to subdivide the camp into 4 separate fields by fencing instead of 
the usual quarantine measures. In this way, in the event of an epidemic, at 
least a portion of the prisoners can continue to be used or transported 
away.” 
Camp Section BIIc consisted of 32 lodging barracks. According to the 
documents cited earlier, 1,000 people were crammed into each building in 
June 1944, so that the occupancy of this section averaged about 35,000 
unregistered Jews from Hungary. And if 7,000 Jews, evidently from Hun- 
gary, had been housed under very precarious conditions in Section BHI 
from 9 June to 16 June, it is clear that Camp Section BIIc’s housing possi- 
bilities were exhausted. This means that there were at least 42,000 unregis- 
tered Jews deported from Hungary lodged inside the Birkenau Camp at that 
time. 


1.6. Transfers of Hungarian Jews from the Transit 
Camp 


Beginning on 17 May, huge numbers of male and female Jews from Hun- 
gary were transferred from the Birkenau Transit Camp to other concentra- 
tion camps. Until 21 August 1944, the Auschwitz Chronicle (1990) records 
21,497 of them. The actual figure is enormously higher, as demonstrated 
by the table presented below, which supplements the data provided by 
Czech. 

In this context, it is also useful to turn to the testimonies of Jews de- 
ported from Hungary to Auschwitz. These were made accessible on the 
DEGOB website (the Hungarian National Committee for Assistance to 
Deportees).'*? These statements indicate various transfer locations (mostly 


132 RGVA, 502-1-168, pp. 6-6a. 

'33 The witnesses are usually identified only by their initials, except for rare cases with full 
names. They were recorded in the original Hungarian or German text, and for most Hun- 
garian depositions in an English translation. They are identified here by their protocol 
number. The following data are given about the witnesses: Name (usually initials only), 
gender, place of birth, date of birth, place of residence, occupation, concentration camps 
or ghetto. A single deposition may have been written by two or more witnesses. Each 
original deposition’s URL is composed of http://www.degob.hu/index.php?showjk= fol- 
lowed by the protocol no., here given in the section headline. English translations are 
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subcamp of other concentration camps) that do not appear in the Auschwitz 
Chronicle. 


Plaszow 


I will start this with a brief compilation of testimonies about the Plaszow 
Camp. 


Protocol No. 117 

Name: S. F. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1924. Concentration: Munkacs: 
“We were entrained from the Mohacs ghetto on 15th of May, 1944. [...] 
The train left for Kassa, where SS troops took us over. After three days and 
three nights of travelling, we arrived in Birkenau. [...] Three weeks later, 
there were selections, and we were taken to Krakow-Plaszow in freight 
cars. [...] The journey was even more horrible than that to Birkenau, be- 
cause there were 135 people in a freight car. The heat was enormous, they 
gave us no water, there was no toilet again, and we were travelling in these 
conditions without any food for two nights and two days. We were told that 
we would get to a better camp, when, to our greatest surprise, we found 
ourselves back in Birkenau when we got off. Here the already known pro- 
cedures began again, such as selections, baths, haircut. Dr Mengele made 
the weaker ones stand aside in the baths, and we never saw them again. 
The same day, after a whole day of roll call, our left arm was tattooed and 
they registered our precise data on cards, which we had to sign.” 


Protocol No. 220 

Name: K.S. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1929. Ghetto: Ipolysag: 
“We arrived in Auschwitz on June 19. We were received by men in striped 
clothes and SS officers. Men and women were separated. I was shouting 
that I wanted to go with the elderly; I was told that we would see each oth- 
er in half an hour. Then we were taken to the bath and on the way we met a 
group of women who were close-cropped: it was a terrible sight. We were 
undressed in the bath, our hair was cut, our good clothes were taken away 
and we were given rags in exchange. The good shoes were also taken away 
and clogs were distributed. We were assigned to the Gypsy camp. There 
was no room; the barrack was not finished yet, so we did not even spend 
the night there. In the evening we were squeezed into a half-built block: 
1300 of us into block 7. [...] On the third day I was put on a transport after 
a medical examination. We were entrained, 50 of us in one cattle car. We 
got bread for the travel, some salami and margarine too. We arrived in 
Plaszow on about June 25. [...] 


posted at http://www.degob.org, with the same URL pattern. A letter in parentheses be- 
hind the protocol number indicates the deposition’s language as posted online, if no Eng- 
lish translation is provided (D=German; H=Hungarian). 


62 


C. MATTOGNO: POLITICS OF SLAVE LABOR 


After arriving in Auschwitz in the afternoon of June 8, we had to get off the 
train, but the luggage stayed in the cattle cars. On the platform we were 
lined up in rows of three; I was queuing up with my mother, but a German 
officer separated us and ever since I have not heard anything from my poor 
mother. I was taken to the disinfecting room and my hair was cropped. I 
was given a ragged dress and put into a barrack. First I was taken to camp 
A where we were lying on the floor of the block, because there were no 
beds. We did not work yet. The food was the usual terrible German camp 
supply. Early morning we were woken up to report for roll call, then we 
had to stand at the roll call area for hours. This was repeated in the after- 
noon. We were treated very badly and beaten all the time. We knew about 
the crematoria only by hearsay. In ten days ca. 800 of us were put on a la- 
bourer’s transport and taken to Plaszow, near Krakow. We arrived there 
after 10 days of travel in cattle cars with 50 prisoners each. We were ac- 
commodated in barracks in Plaszow as well, but here we had bunks, straw 
mattresses and blankets. [...] 

A revolt broke out in the Krakow, therefore the camp was evacuated and 
we were taken back to Auschwitz. We travelled for two days again; only a 
sliver of bread was distributed and only for a few people. After our arrival 
we were disinfected and cropped again, then we were put into camp B3. 
There were ca. 1000 of us and there was no work again; large part of the 
day was spent by lining up for roll call. Selections were frequent at the end 
of August. On September 2, 500 of us were put on a transport again and 
were taken to Augsburg. There were perhaps 60 prisoners in a freight car. 
We got a whole loaf of bread and some sausage for the four-day travel. Af- 
ter our arrival we were lodged in an aircraft factory; all of us had a sepa- 
rate berth and a blanket.” 


Protocol No. 2703 (D) 


1. 


2. 


Name: Sara Simon. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1921. Ghetto: 
Matészalka; 
Name: Helén Simon. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1916. Ghetto: 


Beregszasz; 
Name: Laura Simon. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1919. Ghetto: 
Beregszasz; 
Name: Rosa Simon. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1923. Ghetto: 
Beregszasz: 


“The sisters Laura, Rosa and Helén Simon were deported on 22 May from 
the ghetto of Beregszdsz, where they had been brought from their birth- 
place and permanent residence Nagymuzsaly, a village in the Carpathian 
Mountains, and the fourth sister Sara Simon was deported on 4 June 1944 
from the ghetto of Matészalka to Auschwitz. [...] Laura, Rosa and Helén 
Simon remained in Auschwitz even after the selection, which they were not 
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to leave again until its evacuation. Sara Simon, on the other hand, was put 
on a labor transport two days after her arrival in Auschwitz, and she left 
for Krakow with it. The labor camp to which the transport was taken was 
located in Plaszow, a suburb of Krakow, and Sara Simon was assigned to 
work in a construction squad. [...] After three months, when the vast ma- 
jority of the prisoners had achieved this goal, the transport, which consist- 
ed of 4,500 Hungarian Jewish women, was returned to Auschwitz.” 


Protocol No. 958 (D) 

Name: E. K. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1930. Ghetto: Dunaszerdahely. 
“The above states the following: [...] 
Immediately after our arrival in Auschwitz, we were selected according to 
those who were able and those who were unable to work. I was placed 
among those fit for work, while my grandmother and mother were taken 
elsewhere with my two siblings, my 13-year-old brother and my 9-year-old 
sister. What happened to them and whether they are still alive at all, I have 
not been able to find out to this day. After only five days, I was placed in a 
work transport consisting of about 5,000 inmates, all of them women. [...] 
We had to stand roll call all night because the transport had not yet been 
completely assembled, and it took just as much time to put 5,000 girls and 
women into one transport. We literally breathed a sigh of relief when we 
were already sitting in the rail cars, and the train left Auschwitz. After a 
four-hour ride, the train stopped in Plaszow, a suburb of Krakow, which 
was actually the ghetto of that city, and surrounded by wires charged with 
high-voltage electricity. It was a terrible six weeks that I spent here. [...] 
As the Russians approached Krakow, and the thunder of the guns grew 
stronger and stronger, we were led away from Plaszow. We were put in 
rail cars, with 130 prisoners in one car. During the trip, we repeatedly 
stopped along the track, which only had the purpose of exposing us to the 
scorching rays of the sun without protection, and to increase our agonies 
of thirst even more. Of course, we had neither food nor water for the trip. 
Thus it happened that for the same distance which we had covered in four 
hours on the outward journey, it took us three full days on the return trip. 
Thus, we arrived back at Auschwitz, where we spent five weeks doing noth- 
ing, starving and standing in roll call. After this time, I was again put on a 
work transport, this time to Oederan near Chemnitz, where there was a 
cartridge factory.” 


Protocol No. 3055 

Name: L. Z. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1930. Ghetto: Mezocsat: 
“After arriving in Auschwitz in the afternoon of June 8, we had to get off 
the train, but the luggage stayed in the cattle cars. On the platform we were 
lined up in rows of three; I was queuing up with my mother, but a German 
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officer separated us and ever since I have not heard anything from my poor 
mother. I was taken to the disinfecting room and my hair was cropped. I 
was given a ragged dress and put into a barrack. First I was taken to camp 
A where we were lying on the floor of the block, because there were no 
beds. We did not work yet. The food was the usual terrible German camp 
supply. Early morning we were woken up to report for roll call, then we 
had to stand at the roll call area for hours. This was repeated in the after- 
noon. We were treated very badly and beaten all the time. We knew about 
the crematoria only by hearsay. In ten days ca. 800 of us were put on a la- 
bourer’s transport and taken to Plaszow, near Krakow. We arrived there 
after 10 days of travel in cattle cars with 50 prisoners each. We were ac- 
commodated in barracks in Plaszow as well, but here we had bunks, straw 
mattresses and blankets. [...] 

A revolt broke out in the Krakow, therefore the camp was evacuated and 
we were taken back to Auschwitz. We travelled for two days again; only a 
sliver of bread was distributed and only for a few people. After our arrival 
we were disinfected and cropped again, then we were put into camp B3. 
There were ca. 1000 of us and there was no work again; large part of the 
day was spent by lining up for roll call. Selections were frequent at the end 
of August. On September 2, 500 of us were put on a transport again and 
were taken to Augsburg. There were perhaps 60 prisoners in a freight car. 
We got a whole loaf of bread and some sausage for the four-day travel. Af- 
ter our arrival we were lodged in an aircraft factory; all of us had a sepa- 
rate berth and a blanket.” 


Augsburg refers to a subcamp of the Dachau Camp located near the city of 
the same name. 


Krakow 


Based on various accounts, this was not the Plasz6w Camp itself, but one 
of several labor camps in its vicinity that employed Jews. The Polish Ency- 
clopedic Informer records at least four of them (Gtowna ... 1979, pp. 254f.) 


Protocol No. 935 


aABWN Re 


. Name: R. M. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1919. Ghetto: Nagysurany; 
. Name: S. R. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1925. Ghetto: Nagysurany; 
. Name: S. O. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1927. Ghetto: Nagysurany; 
. Name: D. R. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1924. Ghetto: Nagysurany; 
. Name: D. I. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1926. Ghetto: Nagysurany: 


“After three days of travel we arrived in Auschwitz in the evening of June 
15. After getting off we were selected and taken to the disinfection room. 
Here our hair was cut, our clothes were taken away and in exchange we 
were given grey prisoner’s uniform. We were taken to the Gypsy camp 
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where we spent three days, but during the whole time we saw no sign of 
water whatsoever. From here we were taken away and after two days of 
travel we arrived in Krakow. We got one-fourth of a loaf of bread and 
some Zulag for the journey. After arrival 400 of us were put into one block 
and four of us slept on a bunk. We performed heavy work here in a quarry; 
the guards beat us, the rations were very small and there were two roll 
calls a day. There used to be a crematorium in Krakow, but when we were 
there, the corpses were burnt in ditches, since the crematorium was out of 
order. By the end of August we were transported back to Auschwitz where 
we spent six weeks. During this time we performed occasional work then 
we were taken with a worker’s transport to Kratzau.” 


Protocol No. 2373 (D) 

1. Name: M. J. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1927. Ghetto: Munkacs; 

2. Name: R. J. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1928. Ghetto: Munkacs; 

3. Name: S. J. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1925. Ghetto: Munkacs; 

4. Name: H. J. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1921. Ghetto: Munkacs: 
“Early May, we were deported to Auschwitz from the ghetto of the town of 
Munkdcs, where we had been taken from our place of birth and permanent 
residence, Ilosva, after the publication of the Hungarian government’s 
ghetto decree. [...| Already after two days, we left Auschwitz on a work 
transport that was brought to Krakow. [...] 

In Krakow, we worked first in a quarry and then in various other places, 
but each time the work we had to do was hard. [...] 

Four weeks passed before we were put on a new work transport. The new 
transport went to Bunzlau, where we had to work for a construction com- 
mando. The work was not hard, and we would have resigned ourselves to 
our fate, if we had been given more to eat, and if we had not suffered so 
much from the cold.” 


Kratzau 


Near the village of Kratzau was located a subcamp of the Gross-Rosen 
Concentration Camp. 


Protocol No. 2179 (D) 

1. Name: D. J. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1927. Ghetto: Matészalka; 

2. Name: E. D. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1928. Ghetto: Matészalka: 
“After six weeks, we were deported to Auschwitz. Although selections were 
made very frequently in Auschwitz, and we were found fit for work each 
time, we were not placed on any work transport, which was all the less un- 
derstandable, since during the six months we spent in Auschwitz, numerous 
transports left for various labor camps. We were not even used for internal 
camp work, but only had to stand roll call from half past two in the morn- 


66 


C. MATTOGNO: POLITICS OF SLAVE LABOR 


ing until eight in the morning, and from four in the afternoon until eight in 
the evening, starve and endure the most varied punishments. If we were ill, 
we were careful not to let anyone know, for we feared that we would be 
found unfit for work at the next selection, and we knew only too well the 
fate of these unfortunates. So six months passed until we were finally des- 
ignated for a work transport, which, however, was only small — 250 women 
and girls — and had been requested by a munitions factory. This munitions 
factory was located in Kratzau /near Reichenberg/ in Bohemia.”’ 


Warsaw 


Protocol No. 2 
Name: S. N. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1927. Ghetto: Munkacs: 


“There were 90 people in the cattle car in which I was travelling. They put 
a bucket of water and a bucket to serve as a toilet in the cattle car. The cat- 
tle car was not opened until we reached Kassa: there we got water, but we 
were not allowed to get off. After a three-day-long horrible journey we ar- 
rived at Auschwitz at dawn. The Kanadakommando received us. There was 
a Star of David tattooed on their foreheads.""**! We had to get out of the 
cattle cars quickly and leave all our luggage there. I lived in Auschwitz in 
Camp C for 8 days. [...] & days later they put us in cattle cars again and 
transported us to Warsaw. The Warsaw ghetto had already been destroyed 
by bombs, and our task was to separate the scraps and to clear away all 
the ruins.” 


Protocol No. 4 
Name: M. S. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1909. Ghetto: Técso: 


“We spent three days in Auschwitz and then we were transported to War- 


” 


saw. 


Protocol No. 38 
Name: S. M. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1921. Ghetto: Huszt: 


“In Kassa German soldiers appeared and took over the cars and we trav- 
elled on in their escort. Nobody knew where we were taken. Nobody tried 
to escape, as there was no way. The train rattled on with us on it for 3 days 
and 3 nights until we arrived in Birkenau, around the Sth of May [sic], last 
year. [...] The next morning each of us was interrogated as to what our job 
had been. Construction workers were taken to Warsaw, that is how I myself 
got to Warsaw a week later, there were ca. 2,000 of us like me. In Warsaw, 
accommodation and provisions were somewhat better than in Birkenau. We 
mostly cleared up debris.” 


134 This is blatant nonsense. 
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Protocol No. 69 

Name: B. J. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1911. Ghetto: Matészalka: 
“Obersturmbannfiihrer Kadok |Kaduk] selected us: he sent the able bodied 
to the left and those doomed to die to the right. We were transported to 
Warsaw where we stayed for 3 months.” 


Protocol No. 90 

Name: G. E. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1924. Concentration: Nagyszél- 

los: 
“T was assigned to block 19 where 1200 of us stayed for about five to six 
days. Our food was a small piece of bread and some soup. From there we 
were transported to Warsaw. I received my first prisoner number there and 
I was taken into a block.” 


Protocol No. 124 (D) 

Name: T. D. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1928. Ghetto: Satoraljatijhely: 
“We arrived at Auschwitz at 2 a.m. on 28 May. Immediately a selection 
was made: in one group came those able to work, in the other those unable 
to work, as well as women and children. [...| After three days, we were put 
on the train again; this time, the journey went to Warsaw, where we 
worked in a brickyard. We lived in a camp, and were fed as follows: in the 
morning half a liter of coffee, at noon half a liter of soup, and in the even- 
ing 400 grams of bread and either coffee or soup. We stayed in Warsaw for 
twelve weeks. Then the city was evacuated before the Russians came closer 
and closer. Before the city was evacuated, a selection was made among us. 
Those who were unable to march were separated and gassed; the rest re- 
ceived a day’s ration of bread, and then we began our march. The march- 
ing distance was 40 kilometers a day. Of the 4,500 men who marched from 
Warsaw, about half perished from the privations (hunger and thirst).”’ 


Protocol No. 655 

Name: S. J. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1928. Ghetto: Satoraljatjhely: 
“Four days later we were taken to Warsaw with a transport. The trip lasted 
for two days; there were 50 of us in a freight car. We got one loaf of bread 
and margarine, but no water, despite the hot weather. Upon our arrival in 
Warsaw, we were standing outside, and all of us were given new num- 
bers.” 


Protocol No. 1732 (H) 
Name: H.S. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1929. Ghetto: Munkacs: 
“We arrived in Warsaw with a transport at the end of May, [...].” 


Protocol No. 2103 (D) 
Name: L. B. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1924. Ghetto: Huszt: 
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“From the ghetto of my birthplace and permanent residence Huszt, where I 
arrived with my family immediately after the announcement of the ghetto 
decree in Hungary, I arrived at Birkenau on 23 May 1944. Of my entire 
family that had come here with me — father, mother, two sisters and three 
brothers — only my father remained with me after the selection carried out 
immediately after my arrival at Birkenau. What happened to the rest of the 
family, I do not know. I never saw them again, nor did I hear from them. I 
stayed in Birkenau with my father for only five or six days, because after 
this time, we were put into a work transport, which was 2,000 men strong 
and left for Warsaw.” 


Protocol No. 2305 (H) 

Name: K.M. Gender: female (n6'*°). Date of birth: 1928. Ghetto: Chuszt: 
“The journey took five days. We arrived in Birkenau. Here we were sepa- 
rated from our relatives, and three days later I went to Warsaw.” 


Protocol No. 2872 (H) 

Name: S.N. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1921. Ghetto: Kolozsvar: 
“T stayed four days in Auschwitz, then I went to Warsaw. We left with a 
transport of 2,000 [persons] at the end of May.” 


Protocol No. 2952 

Name: D.W. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1927. Ghetto: Munkacs: 
“T got with the first working transport to Auschwitz. There were 72 persons 
travelling in one car. [...] During the 10 days that we passed in Auschwitz, 
we were led from one barrack to the other, in consequence we were not 
provided with food. We lived upon the small portion of bread that we given 
in the evening. Soon I was selected in a working transport, and were trans- 
ferred to Warsaw. Fifty persons were crammed in one car, 2 SS guarded us 
there. We got bread sausages, and margarine. Next morning we arrived to 
our destination. We were put up into the old ghetto of Warsaw. We had to 
clear away the ruins. The town was in good repair, but the ghetto was de- 
molished. The new barracks were just completed, for the newcomers, we 
were put up in those. The barracks were made from bricks. Everybody had 
his own bed to sleep in, and an extra rug to cover with. Each got a mess tin 
and a spoon. It was heavenly comparing the life here that of Auschwitz’s. 
The work was very hard, we started at 6 a.m. It was not allowed to stop the 
work during the day. The usual pause ‘Brotzeit’ [meal time] was neither 
permitted to keep. There were 3.000 Hungarians in the camp.” 


Protocol No. 3200 (H) 
Name: D.J. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1925. Ghetto: Huszt: 


'35 This is probably a mistake, because only men were transferred to Warsaw. 
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“After a couple of days in Auschwitz, I volunteered to work as a bricklayer, 
so I came to Warsaw as a construction worker. We went with two trans- 
ports, about 4,000 [people].” 


Riga 

Protocol No. 5 

Name: E. B. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1914. Ghetto: Nagyvarad: 
“We arrived in Auschwitz on 5th July, after 5 days of travelling. They gave 
us water on the way in Debrecen and Kassa, but we could not get off. In 
Kassa, Hungarian gendarmes searched the cattle cars and they took away 
everything we still had: money, clothes, blankets, shoes, etc. SS soldiers 
took over in Kassa and one of them addressed a speech to us saying that 
we should not be afraid, because we would work and he who works would 
receive food. Our arrival in Auschwitz was horrible. We arrived in the 
evening in heavy rain and we had to leave the cattle car very quickly. They 
told us to leave our baggage there, they would take it after us. They select- 
ed us immediately. They bathed us in hot water and put a single ragged 
dress on us, then they chased us in an enormous toilet building where we 
were terribly cold after the hot bath, standing on cold stone ground in a 
single dress at night. A large number of us were crammed there and we 
were terribly tired, we could not even sit down. Many people died there 
that night. On the next day they made us line up for roll call, they put our 
names down and put together a transport. On the third day they sent us to 
Riga. From there they took 500 of us to a village called Urbe, where we cut 
down a forest and built a railway.”’ 


Protocol No. 348 

Name: K. M. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1920: 
“This is how we got to Auschwitz after three days of suffering. At the sta- 
tion of Auschwitz we went through the usual selections. [...] After three 
days suffering they transported me into Riga in a transport of labourers. I 
stayed in Riga for 2 weeks in quite good conditions. We took part in an air- 
port construction; provisions were tolerable. Two weeks later, they took us 
in Latvia, in Dundagen. I had a very good life there, as I became the serv- 
ant of the Oberscharfiihrer. One day, the 13th of August, 1944, I escaped 
from the camp with the Latvian man and went hiding in the woods for a 
week.” 


Protocol No. 644 (D) 

Name: M. G. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1925. Ghetto: Ungvar: 
“On 3 June, I was taken from the ghetto of my birthplace and permanent 
residence, Ungvar, to Auschwitz, from where, however, I was immediately 
taken away after a two-day stay. The journey, which lasted three days, led 
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to Riga, where a labor camp had been set up. The work site was not inside 
the camp, however, but 10 kilometers outside the city, where an airfield 
was being built. We were taken by car to the airfield every day, and picked 
up from there at 6 o’clock in the evening. The daily working time was 
twelve hours /with a half-hour lunch break/. There were about 4,000 wom- 
en and girls, and 2,000 men in the camp. There were several work crews 
that built bunkers, did woodwork in the woods, etc. [...] 

I worked in Riga for fourteen days, and then came with a work transport 
consisting of 400 people to Dundanga, a place also located in Latvia. In 
Dundanga, we had to clear trees in the forest, which was very hard work 
for us. Dundanga was a new camp, and we were its first inmates. [...] 

I worked in Riga for fourteen days, and then came with a work transport 
consisting of 400 people to Dundanga, a place also located in Latvia. In 
Dundanga, we had to clear trees in the forest, which was very hard work 
for us. Dundanga was a new camp, and we were its first inmates. [...] 

After we had worked here for a month, the front was approaching with in- 
credible speed, so that the place was evacuated, and we had to be taken 
away. The retreat was started on foot. The march lasted eight days, and we 
had received all in all a quarter loaf of bread as food for the whole time. 
Those who could not keep up from hunger or fatigue, or who were sick, 
were summarily shot. Finally, after great hardships, we arrived at Stutthof 
near Danzig. In Stutthof, there was a large concentration camp. In one 
block, 1,500 to 2,000 persons were accommodated, but I cannot say how 
many inmates the whole camp had.” 


Protocol No. 2799 (D) 


1. 
2. 


Name: E. E. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1922. Ghetto: Szeklence; 
Name: P. E. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1916. Ghetto: Szeklence: 
“We were transported to Riga. On the way, which we covered with 50 peo- 
ple per car, we were terribly cold in our thin clothes. It was very hot there 
during the day, but very cold in the morning. To prepare an airfield, we 
had to haul stony sand in wagons; four girls or women had to fill seven 
wagons a day. It was very hard work. [...] Via Kaiserhof we were taken by 
train to Dundanga.”’ 


Kivioli 


Kividli was a subcamp of the Vaivara Concentration Camp in Estonia 


On 16 August, 1945, former inmate Lilly Breuer made a statement, in 


which she asserted that she arrived at Auschwitz on 10 June 1944, and on 
the 13th she was transferred to Kividli, where she remained until 30 Au- 
gust, after which she was transferred to Stutthof.'*° 


136 YVA, O.15E-2670. 
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Dornhau 


Another subcamp of the Gross-Rosen Concentration Camp was located 
near the town of Dérnhau. 


Protocol No. 755 (D) 

Name: M. W. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1924. Last residence: Budapest: 
“The first night after our arrival at Auschwitz, after we had been bathed 
and given inmate clothes instead of our civilian clothes, we were led to our 
block at about half past ten at night. [...] I stayed in Auschwitz for only 
three days, and was then put on a work transport that left for Dérnau. In 
Dornau, a small town near Breslau, there was a men’s camp with about 
1,000 inmates. We worked in a quarry.” 


Wolfsberg 


Yet another subcamp of the Gross-Rosen Concentration Camp was located 
near the town of Wolfsberg. 


Protocol No. 86. 

Name: F. P. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1927. Ghetto: Kassa: 
“After a three-day journey we arrived in Auschwitz on 21st May. [...] 
Three days later we were taken to Wolfsberg.” 


Protocol No. 91 
Name: K. A. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1915: 
“T spent five days in Auschwitz and then I was selected for work. I was 


transported to Upper Silesia, to Wolfsberg. We travelled for two days un- 
der SS escort. Wolfsberg is 200-300 kilometres from Auschwitz.” 


Protocol No. 1217 

Name: M. J. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1925. Ghetto: Ungvar: 
“The Germans took over at Kassa and we were given water for the first 
time in Eperjes. Six days later, on a morning, we arrived in Auschwitz; 
prisoners told us that the baggage should stay in the cattle cars and we got 
off. Then they lined us up and separated men from women, then old people 
and able-bodied ones were stood on opposite sides. We spent only six days 
in Auschwitz, then they put us in a transport and took us to Wolfsberg. The 
journey lasted one and a half days. We received two thirds of a loaf of 
bread and some Zulag for the way.” 


Protocol No. 1279 

Name: E. I. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1889. Ghetto: Beregszasz: 
“When we arrived in Auschwitz, they immediately separated me from my 
wife and daughter already at the train. They took me in the camp, took off 
my dress, cut off my hair, made me have a bath and gave me striped clothes 
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like the ones prisoners have. It is needless to say that I lost all my belong- 
ings as a result. After three days stay in Auschwitz they entrained me and 
took me into Wolfsberg. Here we constructed roads, which was a very hard 
work. There were 3,200 of us in this camp. Food was ok but of course not 
enough. We slept in tents lying on the floor, 20 of us in a tent. In August, 
they picked 40 people including me and transported us 6 kilometres away 
into Wiistegiersdorf.”’ 


Protocol No. 1394 (D) 

Name: M. D. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1923. Ghetto: Munkacs: 
“In May of last year, we arrived at Auschwitz. At that time, about 2,000 
people were accommodated in one barracks. I was here for only two days, 
when I was transported to Wolfsberg. Here, I was assigned to water-pipe 


” 


WOrk. 


Geislingen 
A subcamp of the Natzweiler Concentration Camp was located near the 
town of Geislingen. 


Protocol No. 99 

Name: H. R. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1906. Ghetto: Munkacs: 
“On our arrival in Auschwitz they separated me from the rest of my family 
and I had no idea what was in store for me. We did not even want to be- 
lieve it from a Slovakian woman there that they were burning our family 
members in the crematorium. They took all the expectant mothers away 
and still we managed to hide an expectant woman, who gave birth to her 
child in secret; of course we arranged it so that the child would not remain 
alive. When we arrived in Geislingen, we thought that it would be a very 
good place to stay, because we could sit at a table, where we had to work 
12 hours a day.” 

Protocol No. 125 

Name: K. Z. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1931. Concentration: Munkacs 

gettd: 
“After four weeks we were entrained and taken to Auschwitz. [...| From 
Auschwitz we went to Geislingen. We did not work for three weeks and 
were not given anything to eat either, so we starved a lot.” 


Markkleeberg 


A subcamp of the Buchenwald Concentration Camp was located near the 
town of Markkleeberg. 


Protocol No. 110 
1. Name: L. E. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1926. Ghetto: Aknaszlatina; 
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2. Name: L. M. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1922. Ghetto: Aknaszlati- 
na; 

3. Name: L. R. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1925. Ghetto: Aknaszlatina: 
“On the 25th of May, gendarmes herded us together with our luggage into 
a huge garden. [...| After three days of horrible travel we arrived in Birke- 
nau, where they selected us. [...] 
Three months later, they took us to Markleeberg, where we prepared air- 
craft parts in the Junker plant. Treatment was good here. There were 1,600 
women working here.” 


Gorlitz 


Yet another subcamp of the Gross-Rosen Concentration Camp was located 
near the city of Gorlitz. 


Protocol No. 133 

Name: P. M. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1923. Concentration: Szatmar- 

németi Ghetto: 
“The transport came to Auschwitz the 8th of May [sic]. [...] Appell [roll 
call] was not going well, or someone was missing out of the 32,000 people, 
the whole camp had to stay on their knees because of one person. [...] It 
was in June, and it was somewhat better here. We got tattoos. We had to 
work carrying bricks. [...] 4 weeks later, after a selection they transported 
us into Gorlicz, to an ammunition factory.” 


Protocol No. 153 

1. Name: H. G. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1924. Concentration: Huszt 
Ghetto; 

2. Name: H. N. Gender: female. Place of birth: Huszt. Date of birth: 1930. 
Concentration: Huszt Ghetto; 

3. Name: H. R. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1925. Concentration: Huszt 
Ghetto: 
“We stayed here for 4 days before they took us to another camp. [...| This 
is how we lived for three months in this camp. [...] From Auschwitz we 
went to Gorlicz [Gorlitz], where they separated us and selected for differ- 
ent work in the plant.” 


Gelsenkirchen 


A subcamp of the Buchenwald Concentration Camp was located near the 
city of Gelsenkirchen. 


Protocol No. 173 
Name: T. H. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1927. Ghetto: Beregszasz: 
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“When we arrived in Auschwitz, we were selected at the station. My mother 
and my twelve-year-old younger sister were made to stand apart, I was put 
among those fit for transport. They took my clothes, and because I ran 
away from haircutting, I was slapped twice so hard that I fainted. I was as- 
signed to stay in Camp A. I did not have to work, but there was five hours 
of roll call every day. Food was very little. After two months we were se- 
lected again, and I was put among those fit for a transport. I was entrained 
and taken to Gelsenkirchen.” 


Protocol No. 1945 


Name: S. P. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1921. Ghetto: Beregszasz: 


“The 21st of May 1944, Friday night, we arrived in Auschwitz, and stayed 
in freight cars till the morning of the following day when Polish prisoners 
in striped clothes came to receive us, together with SS soldiers. [...| We 
were led into the dressing room where there were 1,400 of us surrounded 
by 200 SS soldiers. [...| I stayed in Auschwitz for six weeks, every day I 
heard sadder and sadder news. I could not work, and that was even worse. 
Six weeks later they put together a transport. As I was already very thin I 
did not hope to be selected but I had luck. In the afternoon they threatened 
us that this transport would be taken into the crematorium. As a result, 
many of us tried to get away from the blocks. They started to shoot around, 
and many got in injured. Luckily, I did not try to escape. After three days of 
travel we arrived in Gelsenkirchen. We received two-thirds of a loaf of 
bread, a portion of margarine, cheese and salami for the journey. There 
were 50 of us in a freight car; we had to sit leaning our backs to each oth- 
er. One of the guards was a Wehrmacht soldier, the other one was an SS 
man who did not let us drink water. We arrived in Gelsenkirchen, and were 
accommodated in a tent, 500 of us in a block, 6-7 of us in a bed, we had al- 
so two blankets and were very happy about it.” 


Protocol No. 1446 


Name: W. H. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1929. Ghetto: Beregeszasz: 


“When we arrived in Auschwitz they made us get off the train; men had to 
stand aside, women with children and the elderly to the left side, and we 
were in another separate group. We entered a block, where they bathed us, 
grabbed our clothing and also the shoes if they were good shoes, and gave 
us ragged clothes in return. They shaved our hair and sent us back into the 
block the way we were. Twelve of us lay in a bed. We spent here six weeks. 
We did not work but lived in continuous terror. They kept coming to select 
us. I cannot even remember; it is so awful even to think of that suffering. 
Six weeks later, during a roll call they selected us for work. We travelled 
for two days with half a kilo of bread, sausage and margarine as provi- 
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sions. We arrived in Gelsen|kirchen] to clear the rubble. We constructed a 
factory. We got food. We slept in a canvas tent.” 


Gelsenberg 


Yet another subcamp of the Buchenwald Concentration Camp was located 
near the town of Gelsenberg. 


Protocol No. 174 

Name: K. R. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1923. Ghetto: Ungvar: 
“We arrived in Auschwitz at half past eight in the morning on the 26th of 
May, 1944. [...] The journey was not particularly hard, because Wehr- 
macht soldiers accompanied us. We got a loaf of bread, three portions of 
margarine and sausage for the journey. Our transport of labourers arrived 
in Gelsenberg at a large, ugly factory on the Sth of July, 1944.” 


Reichenbach 


Yet another subcamp of the Gross-Rosen Concentration Camp was located 
near the town of Reichenbach. 


Protocol No. 418 

1. Name: V. R. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1922. Ghetto: Kassa; 

2. Name: T. H. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1922. Ghetto: Kassa: 
“We arrived in Auschwitz, where they separated me from my parents and 
my younger sister. They accommodated me in Camp C. [...]. In August, we 
were taken with a transport of labourers to Reichenbach, Oberschlesien. 
We worked in a factory, 12 hours a day.” 


Protocol No. 1860 

Name: R. B. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1929. Ghetto: Huszt: 
“We arrived in Auschwitz after four and a half days of travel. [...] The day 
after they took me into the baths, newly disinfected me, gave me back the 
same clothes and took me to the station where they entrained us and trans- 
ported to Reichenbach. We got into a labour camp in Reichenbach, and 
went out to work for a company producing radio lamps.” 


Lippstadt 


Another subcamp of the Buchenwald Concentration Camp was located 
near the city of Lippstadt. 


Protocol No. 437 

Name: G. M. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1919: 
“We arrived in Auschwitz in three days. At the station of Auschwitz Dr 
Mengele did the selections. I got separated from my parents and siblings 
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and was sent to the right side. They took us to the bath, cut our hair off, 
gave me cheap clothes and a bad pair of shoes, and put me in Camp C. I 
stayed here for 3 months. [...] At the end of August, they took us from 
Auschwitz to Liebenstadt |Lippstadt], where we worked for an ammunition 
plant.” 


Salzwedel 


A subcamp of the Neuengamme Concentration Camp was located near the 
town of Salzwedel. 


Protocol No. 502 

Name: A. R. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1922. Concentration: Técsoi 

Ghetto: 
“Three days later we arrived in Auschwitz. [...] Three months later there 
was a selection and the stronger ones (including myself) were taken away 
with a labourer’s transport. After two days of travel we arrived in Salz- 
wedel. We were working in an ammunition factory in Salzwedel.” 


Protocol No. 699 

. Name: W. R. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1924. Ghetto: Ungvar; 

Name: W. L. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1914. Ghetto: Ungvar; 

Name: J. H. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1928. Ghetto: Ungvar; 

. Name: J. S. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1924. Ghetto: Ungvar; 

. Name: J. E. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1922. Ghetto: Ungvar: 
“On the 20th of May, Friday evening, we arrived in Auschwitz. [...| At the 
end of August, we got on a train, 50 of us in a car. We received half a loaf 
of bread, sausage, and a little margarine for a three-day journey. In the 
end, we arrived in Salzwedel (close to Hamburg). We had to work here ina 
factory, 12 hours a day, swapping day and night shifts.” 


AR WN 


Merzen 


A subcamp of the Stutthof Concentration Camp was located near the town 
of Merzen. 


Protocol No. 722 

Name: L. E. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1930. Ghetto: Munkacs: 
“Three days later we arrived in Auschwitz. [...] After four weeks I was tak- 
en from Auschwitz to Mersen [Merzen] with a transport. We were perform- 
ing very hard work: we were digging trenches for 12 hours a day.” 
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Weisswasser 


Yet another subcamp of the Gross-Rosen Concentration Camp was located 
near the town of Weisswasser. 


Protocol No. 759 

1. Name: W. B. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1927. Ghetto: Felsovis6; 

2. Name: P. B. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1927. Ghetto: Felsovis6; 

3. Name: P. R. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1927. Ghetto: Felsovis6: 
“We arrived in Auschwitz on May 10. [...] Later she suggested that I 
should leave the camp with a transport. She put me on a transport in Sep- 
tember and I departed along with the others. Luckily I could stay together 
with my relatives all along. We were given a lot of food for the trip, and 
there were only 25 women in each freight car, therefore one day later we 
arrived at Weisswasser in good condition, escorted by SS soldiers.” 


Fallersleben 


Another subcamp of the Neuengamme Concentration Camp was located 
near the city of Fallersleben. 


Protocol No. 873 

Name: K. L. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1920: 
“That was how we lived till August, when they took us into a war plant in 
Fallersleben, which was a weapons factory.” 


Protocol No. 1339 

Name: G. B. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1902. Ghetto: Iza: 
“We arrived in Auschwitz. During the selection I was sent among those 
who were able to work. After bath we were sent into camp C. We did not 
have to work, but there were 3-4-hour-long roll calls either in the rain or 


in the blazing sun. There were constant selections in the block. One day I 
was put among the weak ones, but I joined the other group instead and I 
was taken to Fallersleben with a transport the next day. We were working 
in an ammunition factory in Fallersleben.”’ 


Erlenbusch 


Yet another subcamp of the Gross-Rosen Concentration Camp was located 
near the town of Erlenbusch. 


Protocol No. 929 

Name: M. E. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1925. Ghetto: Munkacs: 
“After four days of travel we arrived in Auschwitz on May 15. We were 
taken to the bath; our hair was cropped and we were given other clothes. 
After spending three days in the quarantine I was put on a worker’s 
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transport. In this transport only 50 people were put into one cattle car, but 
we were heavily beaten on the way. In Ellenburst [Erlenbusch] we were ac- 
commodated in ten barracks. Two hundred fifty prisoners stayed in one of 
these barracks; we were lying on the ground on straw.” 


Protocol No. 1799 (D) 


Name: A.J. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1923. Ghetto: Ungvar: 

“There were 60 of us in the railway car, after which we were severely 
beaten while boarding. Two older people died in our car; in others there 
were suicides. In Birkenau, we had to endure many beatings in the bar- 
racks, and stood for long roll calls in the pouring rain. From there, we 
came to Ellenbusch, where we spent three months building a large loading 
ramp. After completion, 160 railway cars with building materials arrived 
daily, and we unloaded them. I was the greaser for the excavator that un- 
loaded and reloaded the gravel.” 


Bunzlau 


Yet another subcamp of the Gross-Rosen Concentration Camp was located 
near the town of Bunzlau. 


Protocol No. 1110 


Name: V. M. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1918. Ghetto: Kistécso: 


“We had travelled three days amidst terrible sufferings before we arrived 
in Auschwitz. There was a selection and then they made us have a shower 
and shaved our heads. They crammed 1500 people into one block. Sleeping 
was out of the question. When a little water was brought into the block, 
everybody ran for it, and in the turmoil the SS men shot dead a lot of pris- 
oners. We did not have to work, but we had to line up for roll call from 3 
am until sunrise. Afterwards we lined up for bread and meal, which took 
hours as well. The whole day was going on like that. I was there for 12 
days. Then they selected the stronger ones and took 1000 people to 
Bunzlau. We travelled for one day. They assigned us to an aircraft factory; 
sometimes we had to unload trains too. We worked 16 hours a day (from 4 
am to 10 am) with a 30-minute lunch break.” 


Protocol No. 1884 (D) 


Name: D.N. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1924. Ghetto: Técso: 


“After a three-day journey in a sealed railway car, without water, we ar- 
rived in Auschwitz on the morning of 29 May. The first and perhaps most 
terrible experience was the selection. My mother was placed with the old 
people, and with her my fourteen-year-old sister. We, who were able to 
work, were disinfected, dressed in striped suits, and herded into the Gypsy 
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Camp. After only 5 days, a transport was assembled, and I was part of it. 
In Bunzlau, there were 500 Polish Jews besides us, new arrivals.” 


Hamburg 


Protocol No. 1176 

1. Name: S. H. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1900. Ghetto: Ungvar; 

2. Name: S. L. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1928. Ghetto: Ungvar: 
“We arrived in Birkenau after three days of travel. When we got off train 
they told us to leave beyond our belongings since they would carry them to 
our place. We did believe them. As we proceeded right away they separated 
me from my husband and son. They took me into the baths where they cut 
our hair off, seized our clothes, and gave us a long garment in return but 
nothing else. This was how we got into Camp A. Here, in the first block, ten 
of us slept on a sleeping place, although we could hardly sit so many on 
this little narrow place. We stayed here for seven weeks. We did not work 
at all but lined up for roll calls three times a day. There were several selec- 
tions; once according to the alphabet, another time according to localities, 
always by chance. After seven weeks we were selected for a transport. It 
was the SS that entrained us. We travelled 65 of us in a freight car and ar- 
rived in Hamburg three days later. On the road, we got a little bread with 
margarine. As soon as we arrived we had to start working. We had to clear 
up the rubble. We cleared the rubble of factories for six months. We woke 
up at 4 am and sailed to our workplace, and walked another ca. § kilome- 
tres from the ship. We got soup twice a day, and one sixth of a loaf of bread 
with sausage or margarine.” 


Protocol No. 2385 

Name: H. M. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1915. Ghetto: Ungvar: 
“Three days later, on the 16th of May at 3.30 pm we arrived in Auschwitz. 
[...] On the railroad-sidings SS-henchmen were already waiting for us. Af- 
ter selections we were taken into the building of the baths, where they cut 
our hair, shaved us, gave us some bad, old clothes and took us into Camp 
A, where there were 1,500 of us in a block, 14 of us on a bunk. Our rations 
were the usual camp rations: little and bad food. We did not work in 
Auschwitz; we had to stand for roll calls almost all day long: between 4 
and 8 at dawn, and later again for hours in the evening. At the end of June, 
I was selected for a transport of labourers and was taken to Hamburg. The 
journey lasted again for three days but there were now 50 of us in a car.” 


Mettenheim 


A subcamp of the Dachau Concentration Camp was located near the town 
of Mettenheim. 
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Protocol No. 1530 

Name: F. L. Gender: male. Date of birth: 1903. Concentration: Bé- 

kasmegyer: 
“T was eager to get away from there and registered for every transport. Fi- 
nally I managed to get in a transport of labourers and I was taken to Met- 
enheim [Mettenheim] near Miihldorf, North Bavaria on 26th July. It was a 
totally new camp in the middle of a vast pine forest. An underground air- 
plane factory was being built there. There were two camps for Jews: Alt- 
Lager and Wald-Lager I.” 


Neusalz 


Yet another subcamp of the Gross-Rosen Concentration Camp was located 
near the town of Neusalz. 


Protocol No. 1607 

1. Name: I. B. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1926. Ghetto: Aknaszlatina; 

2. Name: I. R. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1927. Ghetto: Aknaszlatina: 
“Three days later we arrived in Auschwitz. They separated me from my 
family; I remained together with my sister. [...| At the beginning of Sep- 
tember, they took us into Neusalz with a transport of labourers.” 


Peterswaldau 


Yet another subcamp of the Gross-Rosen Concentration Camp was located 
near the town of Peterswaldau. 


Protocol No. 2336 

1. Name: K. S. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1917; 

2. Name: W. E. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1928: 
“The 10th of June, we arrived in Auschwitz. [...| We spent three weeks in 
Auschwitz before they selected us for a transport. We got clothes and shoes 
and travelled in carriages to a little village called Peterswaldau in Lower 
Silesia. 30 of us lived in the factory called Hansefabrik and we also worked 
there doing the job needed in a weaving mill.” 


Miihldorf 


Yet another subcamp of the Ravensbriick Concentration Camp was located 
near the town of Miihldorf. 


Protocol No. 2476 

Name: S. H. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1929. Ghetto: Munkacs: 
“Finally, we reached our destination, Auschwitz. We arrived at night. [...] 
I stayed here for 2 months. One day suddenly they took away 350 people 
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from our barrack, then again 150 — these were all people from Kassa and 
the destination was supposedly Hamburg. They selected another 200 peo- 
ple, amongst them also me. We had to give blood — for soldiers, as they 
claimed — and were taken into the baths and put on freight cars. We went to 
Miihldorf, where there were only few men left.” 


Protocol No. 1148 (D) 

Name: L. P. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1928. Ghetto: Aknaszlatina: 
“After three days, we arrived in Auschwitz. — Here followed the selection, 
on the part of the camp doctors of the Mengerle [sic], then the disinfection, 
and [we] were placed in barracks. -—We were assigned to the so-called 
‘gypsy camp.’ — There was no work, but we suffered horrible tortures from 
hunger. [...] For 8 weeks, I was in Auschwitz, then there were selections, 
and those fit to work were transported to Miihldorf. -There we were as- 
signed to construction work.” 


Hessisch-Lichtenau 


Another subcamp of the Buchenwald Concentration Camp was located 
near the town of Hessisch-Lichtenau. 


Protocol No. 1828 (D) 

Name: H. W. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1922. Ghetto: Sajészentpéter: 
“On 15 May, we moved to the ghetto. [...] On 13 June, we arrived in 
Birkenau, and were immediately overtaken by the SS, and divided into dif- 
ferent groups. Those who were able to work and those who were not. Men 
and women were separated in any case. Of my family, I was left all alone. 
We were disinfected and given torn clothes and wooden shoes, Krumpa. In 
the block, we slept on the ground, in the excrement. But even here, it was 
hard to snatch a spot. The first day, we received neither food nor water, 
which was dirty and rusty. We could not wash for seven weeks. It could not 
be called drinking. Three times there was a selection during the time we 
were there. We lived in constant fear. I was convinced that I would not 
leave Auschwitz alive. When we were selected for a transport, we were sent 
to the C camp. We were able to wash, were given decent clothes and shoes. 
Provided with some provisions, we waggoned [boarded the train]. Our final 
destination was the Lichtenau Camp near Kassel. It was a women’s camp 
with 1,000 inmates.” 


Protocol No. 2830 

Name: S. R. Gender: female. Date of birth: 1922. Ghetto: Tab: 
“The 3rd of July, we received the order to pack and the day after we al- 
ready set off. We could carry 15 kilos of luggage. [...| The 7th of August, I 
was selected for a group meant to work in Lichtenau. The journey took us 
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three days and we received sufficient bread and sausage for these days. We 

travelled 60 of us in a car and when we arrived to Lichtenau I was very 

glad we got into a relatively clean camp.” 
These witnesses generally spent between three days and a few weeks in 
Auschwitz, less frequently two to three months. 

Gerlach and Aly cite the testimony of Fanny Kopolowitz, who in early 
June 1944 was deported from Uzhorod to Auschwitz, and a little later was 
transferred to Latvia (Gerlach/Aly, p. 381). Moric Katz and Abraham 
Berkovics were deported from the Iza Ghetto to Auschwitz at an unspeci- 
fied date. After six weeks of quarantine in the Gypsy Camp, they were sent 
along with 300 other Jews to Briick, Silesia (ibid., p. 382). 

The destinations of these deportees were thus: 

Krakow, Dornhau, Kratzau, Augsburg, Warsaw, Riga, Wolfsberg, Geis- 
lingen, Markkleeberg, Gorlitz, Gelsenkirchen, Gelsenberg, Reichenbach, 
Lippstadt, Salzwedel, Merzen, Weisswasser, Fallersleben, Erlenbusch, 
Bunzlau, Hamburg, Mettenheim, Neusalz, Peterswaldau, Miihldorf, Hes- 
sisch-Lichtenau, Briick. 

The testimonies for 19 of these 27 locations are female, the remaining 8 
are male. Many of the transports mentioned in these testimonies are docu- 
mented. 


Boizenburg (subcamp of Neuengamme Camp) 

“Approximately 400 Hungarian Jewish women were incarcerated at 
Boizenburg in the second half of August 1944. They had been transported 
from Auschwitz to northern Germany. These women were expelled from 
their Hungarian hometowns in the spring of 1944, incarcerated in various 
Hungarian ghettos, and from there deported to the Auschwitz concentra- 
tion camp. Most Jewish women in Auschwitz II Birkenau were held in 
Camp C, the so-called transit camp (Durchgangslager), where these wom- 
en were selected for labor details in Boizenburg.” (Megargee, p. 1085) 


Bremen-Hindenburgkaserne (subcamp of Neuengamme Camp) 

“Jewish women reached Bremen during the night of August I or 2, 1944. 
Most likely, this transport to Bremen [di 500 detenute] was composed ex- 
clusively of Hungarian women, who had been expelled from their homes in 
the spring of 1944, incarcerated in various ghettos in the country, and from 
there deported to Auschwitz. In Auschwitz I- Birkenau, many of them were 
held in Camp C, the so-called transit camp (Durchgangslager), where they 
were selected for work in Bremen.” (ibid., p. 1090) 


Fallersleben 
“Until July 5, 1944, the camp held 300 male Hungarian Jewish prisoners.’ 
(ibid., p. 1107) 
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Gelsenberg 
On 17 October 1944, 1,216 Jews deported from Hungary were transferred 


from Auschwitz to the Sommerda Subcamp.'*” 


Gelsenkirchen 
A transport to Gelsenkirchen is documented by at least two inmate person- 
nel cards of former Hungarian Jewish female inmates. Gabriella Schwartz 
(No. 12647) was admitted to Auschwitz on 21 May 1944, and was trans- 
ferred “to Bu{chenwald Camp], labor unit Gelsenkirchen” on 4 July.'** Iren 
Rosenfeld was admitted on 19 May 1944, and transferred to Gelsenkirchen 
on the same date.'*? A list from the political department in Weimar- 
Buchenwald, which concerns “New admissions of 4 October 1944, female 
inmates from Auschwitz CC to labor unit Essen (arrived at labor unit Gel- 
senkirchen on 24 Aug. 44),” contains the names of 518 people (the names 
of the two above-mentioned female inmates are not included).'*° Essen was 
an subcamp of the Buchenwald Camp that was opened precisely on 24 Au- 
gust 1944, '4! 

It can be assumed that this was the transport from Auschwitz to Gelsen- 
kirchen of 4 July 1944. 


Gross-Rosen 

On 12 September 1944, 250 Hungarian Jewesses were transferred from 
Birkenau Women’s Camp to the Gross-Rosen Camp, Unit Ober-Hohen- 
elbe.!4 


Gorlitz 

In a letter to the International Tracing Services in Arolsen dated 23 Dec. 

1975, Dr. Alfred Konieczny wrote:'*? 
“According to the current state of my research on the Gorlitz Labor Camp, 
this camp was occupied by the first group of prisoners around 8 Aug. 1944. 
There were a total of 250 persons: a total of 225 Jewish prisoners from 
Hungary, Carpathian-Ukraine and Slovakia came from the Auschwitz- 


137 I§D, O.C.C. 2/27 (1-36) IC/6. Transportlisten nach Buchenwald (Frauen) 1944-1945. 
Politische Abteilung, Weimar-Buchenwald, 17. Oktober 1944. Neuzugiinge vom 17. Ok- 
tober 1944. Weibl. Haftlinge vom KL. Auschwitz nach Akdo S6mmerda (iiber Akdo 
Gelsenberg). Politische Ungarinnen/Jiidinnen, pp. 126-146/495599-495619. 

38 ISD, 7712541. 

3° ISD, 7696648. 

40 ISD, O.C.C. 2/27 (1-36) IC/6. Transportlisten nach Buchenwald (Frauen) 1944-1945, pp. 
84-92/495562-495570. 

41 Schwarz, p. 152. Information about the various subcamps (Aussenkommandos) men- 
tioned in this paragraph is also taken from this source. 

#2. ISD, Ordner Nr. 97, “F.A.L. Ober-Hohenelbe. Fa. Lorenz A.G. Frauenlager Auschwitz 
Abt. I. Auschwitz, den 12.1X.1944. Transportliste tiber 250 Jiidinnen,” 149121-149125. 

43 ISD, Reference Code 150519. 
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Birkenau Camp, as well as 25 prisoners — probably inmate functionaries — 
who were assigned in Gross-Rosen. These were exclusively male inmates.” 


Dornhau (subcamp of Gross-Rosen Camp) 

An admissions list of the Gross-Rosen Camp, Unit Wiistigiersdorf — Lager 
Camp I Doérnhau, dated 9 June 1944, lists 250 inmates with the essential 
data (registration number, last and first name, date of birth, occupation), 
but without nationality or origin.'** Among them were at least 42 Hungari- 
an Jews, as can be inferred from the names.'*° The remaining first and last 
names are not inconsistent with Hungarian deportees, so it is likely that the 
250 detainees were all Hungarian Jews. 


Hamburg-Geilenberg (Dessauer Ufer, subcamp of Neuengamme Camp) 
“On September 19, 1944, a subcamp for male inmates was created at a re- 
cently evacuated grain ware house on Dessauer Ufer in the port of Ham- 
burg. Prior to the arrival of the inmates, the ware house had been used as 
a camp for over 1,000 Czech and Hungarian Jewish women who had been 
deported to Hamburg from Auschwitz I- Birkenau in July 1944 for forced 
labor. ”!#° 


Hessisch-Lichtenau 

On 19 September 1944, 1,000 Hungarian Jews from Auschwitz arrived at 
Buchenwald.'*’ The witnesses mentioned earlier spoke of two transports of 
4,000 inmates, each leaving Auschwitz in late May 1944. 


Markkleeberg 
500 Hungarian Jewesses were transferred on 31 August 1944 from the 


Birkenau Women’s Camp to the subcamp Markkleeberg.'** That they were 
Hungarian Jewesses is specified in a special addendum.'” A “Registration 


144 ISD, Ordner Nr. 129. 

'45 The most-frequent names are: Bela 8 times, Andor, Endre, Tibor and Zoltan each 5 
times, Bernat 4 times, Dezs6é and Ernd 2 times, Ede[k], Imre, Izso, Laszlo, Miksa and 
Vilmos each once. 

'46 Megargee, Part B, p. 1115. 

'47 ISD, O.C.C. 2/27 (1-36) IC/6. Transportlisten nach Buchenwald (Frauen) 1944-1945. 
Politische Abteilung, Weimar-Buchenwald, den 19. Sept. 1944. Neuzugiange vom 19. 
Sept. 1944. 1000 weibl. Haftlinge von KL. Auschwitz nach AuBenkommando Hess. 
Lichtenau. (Jiidinnen). Politische Ungarinnen (Jiidinnen), pp. 47-67/495524-495540. Cf. 
Czech 1990, p. 712. 

148 ISD, O.C.C. 2/27 (1-36) IC/6. Transportlisten nach Buchenwald (Frauen) 1944-1945, pp. 
29-36/495506-4955 13. “Nachweis der 500 am 31.8.1944 vom Frauen-KL.-Birkenau 
nach dem Arb. - Kdo. Junkers, Markkleeberg bei Leipzig iiberstellten Juden.” Cf. Czech 
1990, p. 700. 

'49 ISD, ibid., pp 37-41/495514-495518. “Nachtrag zur Ueberstellungsliste vom 31.8.44. 
der 500 weibl. Haftlinge (ungar. Jiidinnen aus Auschwitz).” 
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of female inmates according to the order of 16 Aug. 44” records 998 Hun- 
garian Jewesses.'*° 

On 5 October 1944, there was a further transfer from the Birkenau 
Woman’s Camp of 200 Hungarian Jewesses registered there within the 
“A” series or registration numbers. '*! 


Natzweiler 
On 27 August 1944, 1,620 Hungarian Jewesses were transferred from the 
Birkenau Women’s Camp to the Natzweiler Camp. On 6 September, they 
were sent to Labor Camp Frankfurt Main/airport.'°* This list is incomplete. 
These inmates were later transferred back to Frankfurt-Walldorf, and ap- 
pear on another list of 1,660 inmates. '* 
The Encyclopedia of Camps and Ghettos, 1933-1945 states on this: 
“On August 22, 1944, 1,700 female prisoners arrived in Walldorf from the 
Auschwitz concentration camp. The majority of them were Hungarian 
Jews; many of the others came from Romania, Yugoslavia, and Czechoslo- 
vakia.”’ (Megargee, Part B, p. 1068) 


Riga-Kaiserwald 
“In addition to the Ostland ghettos, Kaiserwald received approximately 
2,000 Hungarian Jewish women from Birkenau in June 1944.” (ibid., p. 
1231) 


Salzwedel 
“There were roughly 1,500 to 1,550 women in Salzwedel between October 
1944 and March 1945. In the camp’s early period, the late summer of 
1944, there were 700 to 800 female Jewish Hungarians in the camp. These 
women had been transported from Auschwitz directly to Salzwedel.”’ (ibid., 
p. 1170) 
A “List of Hungarians who arrived in Bergen-Belsen from Salzwedel” 
(“Nevjegyzék a Salzwedelbél Bergen-Belsenbe érkezett magyarokrol’), 
compiled by the Hungarian Red Cross, lists the names of 234 Hungarian 
Jewesses.'** Another list, which has the same heading, contains the names 
of 2,141 Hungarian Jewesses.'°° According to the accounts I have given 
earlier, these inmates were transferred from Auschwitz to Salzwedel in late 
August 1944. 


© ibid., pp. 64-83/495542-495561. 

5! ibid., pp. 43-46/495572-495575. 

>2 ISD, Ordner Nr. 54. “Natzweiler, den 6.9.1944. Zuginge vom 27.8.1944. Uberstellung 
von K.L. Auschwitz nach Arbeitslager Frankfurt/Main - Flughafen. Ung. Jiidinnen,” pp. 
1-27/3139466-3139492. 

33 [SD, Ordner Nr. 54a, “Frankfurt - Walldorf Jiidinnen,” pp. 1-28/3139528-3139555. 

4 ISD, G.C.C. 1/27a IVA/5, pp. 15-18/3396089-3396092. 

% ISD, G.C.C. 1/27b IVA/S, pp. 22-55/3396094-3396128. 
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Warsaw 
“After mid-May 1944, transports of an estimated 4,000 to 5,000 Hungarian 
Jews replenished the inmate population, which was considerably depleted 
by then.” (Megargee, Part B, p. 1512) 


Kaunas, Riga and Plaszow 
The cases of Kaunas, Riga and Plaszow are more complex and need to be 


explored separately. 
From Kaunas (for the Germans Kauen), the following Hungarian Jew- 
esses arrived at Stutthof Camp: 


— 54 (registration numbers 48947-49000) on 19 July in a transport of 
1,097 Jewesss;!*° 

— 588 on 4 August in a transport of 793 Jewesses, of whom the names of 
743 are known,!” hence in total 642 Jewesses. 


It is noteworthy that on 15 May 1944, just as the deportations from Hunga- 
ry began, a transport of 878 Jews, almost all of whom fit for work, left 
Drancy for Kaunas (Klarsfeld, pp. 13, 20; my pagination). 

From Riga, the following Hungarian Jewesses arrived in Stutthof: 


— 484 on 9 August with a transport of 6,382 Jewesses, of whom the 
names of 1,858 are known, with the percentage of Hungarian Jewesses 
among the known names amounting to 26%;'*’ 

— 15 on 1 October with a transport of 1,777 Hebrews, of whom the names 


of 817 are known,'** hence in total 499 Jewesses. 


The Stutthof Camp’s Evidence Book No. 12159 records 468 Hungarian 
Jewesses relocated from Riga on 9 August; the data also includes the “resi- 
dence,” meaning the last residence, which in many cases is the ghetto from 
which these Jews were deported. The most frequent locations are Nagyva- 
rad (82 persons), Kassa (45), Kolozsvar (38), Ungvar (34), Beszterce (29), 
Dés (16), Nagyszollds (13), and Nyiregyhaza (11). In all, a minimum of 
1,141 Hungarian Jewesses came to Stutthof from Kaunas and Riga. 

A letter from the “Baltic Petroleum Company Ltd” (“Baltische Ol Ge- 
sellschaft m.b.H.”) dated 2 June 1944 “to Labor Deployment Office of the 
Plenipotentiary of Labor Deployment Kividéli”'®’ with the subject “De- 
ployment of Hungarian Jews” sets out the following plan:'*! 

“With reference to the oral statements submitted by our Messrs. Schliiter 

and Schreiber, we inform you of the following classification: 


156 AMS, I-IIB-10. 

157 AMS, I-IIB-11 (Transportliste, fragments) and I-IIE-12 (Evidenzbuch). 
158 AMS, I-IIB-12. 

159 AMS, I-IIE-12. 

160 Kividli was a subcamp of the Vaivara Camp established in October 1943. 
'6l RRA, R-187-1-33, p. 58. 
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Plant I 600 male Jews, 100 female Jews. 


" TI770 " " , go " ‘ 

"VI 540 " " , 60 " M 
Logging 400 " " , — " " 
Motsu 


In all, 2310 male Jews, 240 female Jews. 

The housing is in place, except for some minor structural changes and ad- 

ditions. 

As far as the male forces are concerned, we ask to be referred primarily 

people who are fit for mine work. Furthermore, we are particularly inter- 

ested in construction craftsmen of all kinds as well as metal workers.” 
The “Memo on meeting at the Labor Deployment Office of the Plenipoten- 
tiary for Labor Deployment in Kividli on 26 June 44,” written on 27 June 
by “The Representative of the Plenipotentiary for Labor Deployment for 
the Reich Commissariat Ostland and the Economic Inspectorate North and 
Center — Balt6l Labor Deployment Office,” states in a section headline 
“Jewish inmates”:'© 

“An exchange of the existing inmates for PoWs is no longer an option. — 

Further inmates from Hungary have been rejected by the labor deployment 

office in telexes and reports to Plenipotentiary for Labor Deployment and 

Gebechem"®! because of poor performance due to lack of supervision.” 
This suggests that the project set forth in the letter of 2 June had been im- 
plemented. Gerlach and Aly observe in this regard (Gerlach/Aly, pp. 
382f.): 

“Thus, the Germans deported to the Baltic States apparently exclusively 

women, in several transports in June 1944 at least 4,000. Some of them had 

to work in the oil-shale mines of Kiviéli (Estonia), but some of them were 

quickly withdrawn and then forced to work in the forests.” 
Franziska Jahn writes that a transport of 2,300 to 3,500 Hungarian Jewess- 
es departed Auschwitz between 5 and 7 June 1944. It was divided into two 
parts: 500 were sent directly to Kretinga (German Krottingen), Lithuania, 
while the other 1,800 to 3,000 arrived at the Riga Main Camp on 9 June. 
500 of these were transferred to Kividli on 11 June. The two parts of the 
transport met in Kaunas, then continued to Siauliai (Jahn, pp. 281-284). 

The 1,141 Jewesses mentioned earlier were thus part of the transport 
from Auschwitz on 5-7 June 1944. 

The Plaszow Camp was located on the outskirts of Krakow. According 
to reports by Polish historian Aleksander Bieberstein, SS Standartenfiihrer 


102 ERA, R-187-1-33, p. 60. 
163 Generalbevollmdchtigter fiir Sonderfragen der chemischen Erzeugung — Plenipotentiary 
for Speical Issues and Chemical Production. 
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Gerhard Maurer, head of Office DII (inmate labor deployment) of the SS 
WVHA, asked the commandant of this camp on 14 May 1944, whether he 
could take in 10,000 Hungarian Jewesses who were to be sent to work in 
armament industries (Bieberstein, p. 138). 

In her “Ptaszow Camp Calendar 1942-1945,” Magdalena Kunicka- 
Wyrzykowska writes in reference to the months of May and June 1944 (p. 
68): 

“{Atrival of] Transports of Hungarian female inmates of Jewish origin, 

who came to Plaszow from Auschwitz Camp; they were assigned to work in 

labor sections in the camp area (among others in the Bauhofkommando — 
the construction section.” 
She adds that 8,000 male inmates (wieznidw) from Plaszow were trans- 
ferred to Auschwitz on 6 August, and that the next day there was a 
“transport of about 4,000 to 5,000 female inmates (wiezniarek) from KL 
Plaszow Camp (Hungarian citizens of Jewish origin) to Stutthof via 
Auschwitz” (ibid., p. 69). 

In reference to the Plasz6w Camp, Artur Eisenbach states: 

“To tell the truth, some transports of Jews from Hungary also arrived there 

in May 1944, from various smaller camps in the Krakow district, and even 

from Borystaw and Drohobycz. However, already in the first half of 1944, 

a transport of 8,000 Jews was sent from Plaszow to Auschwitz, another 

transport of 6,000 to Mauthausen; also in July 1944, several thousand 

Jews were sent to the camps in Stutthof, Flossenbiirg and others.” (Eisen- 

bach 1961, p. 554) 

For this Polish historian, these transports came directly from Hungary, but 
some witnesses claim that these were inmates transferred to Plaszow from 
Auschwitz, and then transferred back to this camp. 

In her entry for 6 August 1944, Czech states that on that day “7,500 fe- 
male Jews” arrived in Auschwitz from Plaszow Camp, who were housed in 
the Birkenau “transit camp” (Czech 1989, p. 842; the English edition does 
not mention the transit camp: 1990, p. 680). The source for this entry, not 
mentioned by Czech, is a 1945 or 1946 statement by former inmate 
Bronistawa Krakauer, reported in a document collection published in 1946 
by the Central Jewish Historical Commission. The witness stated (Blu- 
mental, p. 63): 

“On 6 August 1944, 7,500 women went from the Plaszow Camp to Ausch- 
witz and Birkenau. There they were shaved, clothed in the same clothes, 
without underwear, ordered to get up at 3 a.m., were forced into heavy la- 
bor, were beaten and starved. Many women died, while weak inmates re- 
ceived the coup de grace; they were poisoned with gas. There were fewer 
and fewer of them left.” 
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No documents exist in this regard. The trial against Amon Goeth, the for- 
mer commandant of the KL Plaszow Camp, which was staged in Krakow 
from 27 August to 5 September 1946,'™ did not clarify the matter; on the 
contrary, it was convoluted with conflicting and fictional testimonies. 

The indictment, drafted by prosecutor Tadeusz Cyprian on 30 July 
1946, merely noted (Blumental et al., p. 32): 

“In July 1944, therefore, transports amounting to several thousand people 

left for Auschwitz, Stutthof, Flossenbiirg and Mauthausen.” 

During the seventh session (3 Sept. 1946), Prosecutor Cyprian stated (ibid., 
p. 407): 

“People destined for Auschwitz were loaded onto a train. They were 

crammed into the railway cars, the floor had been sprinkled with quick- 

lime; little by little, a layer of moisture formed that produced gas. These 
people perished; of 8,000 people loaded into the cars with destination 

Auschwitz, 400 arrived. For what purpose? For the gas chamber.” 

The grounds for the judgment added further confusion (ibid., p. 486): 

“And so, for example, in August 1944, a transport of over [sic] 2,000 to 

4,000 people was sent from Ptaszow to Stutthof via Auschwitz. This entire 

transport was to perish in the waves of the Baltic Sea. In early August 

1944, a transport of Hungarian Jews departed from Plaszow for Ausch- 

witz.” 

No list of transports with progressive registration numbers exists for the 
Ptaszow Camp, as has been preserved for Auschwitz and other concentra- 
tion camps. Therefore, an attempt must be made to reconstruct the list, at 
least limited to the arrival at the camp and the transfer of the Hungarian 
Jewesses. 

The point of departure is a list of names headlined “Daily list of Hun- 
garian Jewesses deported from Plaszow Camp in the summer of 1944,”!° 
This document bears the letters of the alphabet in the right margin, in 
which the inmates are recorded whose last names begin with the respective 
letter. The total number of female inmates is 334. Their registration num- 
bers, after the three isolated numbers 19539, 19885 and 19900, start from 
20196 and go up to 21838. Here, many numbers are consecutive.’ 

The “Index of Names of Plaszow Camp Detainees,” edited by the Cen- 
tral Commission of Inquiry into Hitler Crimes in Poland, contains 1,716 


‘64 The defendant was sentenced to death and executed in Krakow on 13 September 1946. 

165 “Spis skorowidz wegierskich zyd6wek wywiezionych z obozu w Plaszowie w sierpniu 
1944,” ISD, Ordner Nr. 3. 

166 For example the series 20766-20800; 21006-21025; 21028-21050; 21058-21079; 21701- 
21800, with five numbers missing. 
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names, but only for a portion of them is the registration number given.'® 
Over 160 inmates arrived at the camp on 15, 16 and 17 March 1944, and 
received (almost consecutive) numbers from 12191 to 12371. 

The list includes the names and registration numbers of Hungarian Jew- 
esses from the list mentioned earlier, but with no indication of the date of 
arrival at the camp. It moreover contains few names of inmates who ar- 
rived later and received higher numbers: 


Table 1.14: Hungarian Jewesses arriving late at Plaszow Camp 


Page* Last Name First name Reg. No. 


201 Pierzchata Jan 18407 


Goldberger 


170 Lobl Alfred 22260 


97 Halbreich Eugenia 29700 


* ISD Ordner Nr 6, see Note 167. 


The first two female inmates listed were Hungarian Jewesses. Before the 
number 19539, only the two registration numbers given above are listed, 
assigned to two Poles: nos. 18407 and 18521. 

According to the relevant lists of names, the transport from Drohobycz 
and Boryslaw to Plaszow on 14 April 1944 contained 777 men (registration 
numbers 12801-13574, plus 13821), and 245 women (13577-138171).'® 

Kunicka-Wyrzykowska informs us that inmates evacuated from the 
Jewish labor camp in Rzeszow (Force-Labor Camp for Jews at the aircraft- 
engine factory Reichshof) arrived at the camp on 24 July, and were trans- 
ferred to Mauthausen after three days (Kunicka-Wyrzykowska, p. 69). 

On 10 August 1944, Hans MarSalek recorded the arrival at Mauthausen 
of “4,589 [4,590] Jewish inmates from Plaszow-Krakow Camp,”? 

The following conclusions can be drawn from these documents: 

1. The above-mentioned 4,590 inmates merely transited through Ptaszow, 
and definitely kept the numbers they had received in the Rzesz6w 


'67 Gtowna Komisja Badania Zbrodni Hitlerowskich e Polsce, “Indeks imienny wieznidw 


obozu w Plaszowie,” ISD, Ordner Nr. 6. 

ISD, Ordner Nr. 1. There is some error in the numbering, because 214 numbers were 
assigned, while there are 245 names. As shown by the assigned registration numbers, the 
numbering was continuous and included both men and women. 

169 MarSalek, p. 126. The relevant registration numbers — 84251-88840 — correspond to 
4,590 detainees. 


168 
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Camp. Otherwise, the numbering (starting with the last known number 
assigned on 14 April 1944), 13821, would have arrived at (13821 + 
4,590 =) 18,411 as early as 24 July, and the Hungarian Jewesses with 
numbers 19539, 19885 and 19900, 20196-21838, 21902-21903, would 
have arrived after that date, but the testimonies speak with certainty of 
transfers from Auschwitz to Plaszow as early as June. In particular, 
former inmate E. K., who was deported to Auschwitz from Dunkirk, 
stated that she was sent to Plaszow with a transport of 5,000 inmates 
around 24 June.'”’ Séra Simon stated that she had been deported to 
Auschwitz from the Matészalka Jet on 4 June 1944, thus had arrived 
camp on 7 or 8 June, and was transferred to Plaszow two days later. Af- 
ter three months (actually after two months), she was transferred back 
to Auschwitz with a transport of 4,500 Hungarian Jews. 

2. The Hungarian Jewesses transferred from Auschwitz to Plaszow re- 
ceived numbers between 13800 and 22600 (not considering the isolated 
number 29700), so their number was about 8,800. 

3. The “List of Jewish Transports” concerning the Birkenau Women’s 
Camp (to which I will return later) has numerous entries between 8 and 
12 August 1944, namely (see Appendix, Table 1.D: 


Table 1.15: List of Jewish Transports arriving at the Birkenau 
Women’s Camp between 8 and 12 August 1944 

Date # Inmates Registration Numbers 
8 August 1944 1,414 A-17141 — A-18554 | 


‘12 August 1,020 A-23000 — A-24019 
Total: 6,879 


Thus, if the figures of Holocaust historiography have any basis in facts, at 
least in the order of magnitude, then it must be concluded that a maximum 
of 6,879 Jewesses were transferred back to Auschwitz from Plaszow, prob- 
ably in multiple transports beginning on 6, 7 or 8 August 1944. About 
2,000 remained in Ptaszow, and were later transferred to other camps. 
However, the picture shown above is still rather limited regarding the 
displacement of Hungarian Jews. According to Szita Scabolcs’s research, 
these deportees were eventually distributed to almost all German concen- 


170 According to the list of transports of Hungarian Jews that passed through Kassa Station, 
only one transport departed from Dunkirk on 16 June 1944. The transport arrived at 
Auschwitz most likely on 19 June. The witness stated that she was transferred to 
Plaszow five days after her arrival in Auschwitz, thus approximately 24 June 1944. 
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tration camps. The destinations of these transferred deportees are alphabet- 
ically sorted in the list below (Szabolcs 1989, pp. 281-287): 


10. 


11. 


12 


16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 


24. 
25. 


Altenburg (HASAG) 

Arolsen Kommando, Buchenwald 

Aschersleben Frauenlager, Junkers 

KL Auschwitz I. Kommando Blechhammer 

KL Auschwitz III. Monowitz, Kommando Golleschau (Goleszow) 
Durchgangsbahnhof Gléwen, Plattenburg (railway line Berlin-Ham- 
burg), KL-AuBenlager Gl6wen 

Bad Salzungen Nebenlager Heinrich Kalb 

Berga/Elster Nebenlager, Turingia 

KL Bergen-Belsen and Nebenlager: Braunschweig, Fallersleben Blan- 
kenburg, Kommando Buchenwald, Kommando Dora 

KL Buchenwald and Nebenlager: Allendorf, Altenburg (HASAG), Bo- 
chum (Eisen- und Hiittenwerke AG), Bochumer Verein, Essen, Gel- 
senkirchener Bergwerks AG, Gelsenkirchen-Horst, Hessisch-Lichtenau 
Dynamit-Nobel AG Hirschagen, Leipzig-Schonefeld (HASAG Frauen 
Aufgenlager), Leipzig-Sch6nau (HASAG), Lippstadt I. (Lippstadter Ei- 
sen-und Metallwerke GmbH, Westfalische Metall-Industrie AG), 
Lippstadt IL, Magdeburg (Polte-Werke), Markkleeberg bei Leipzig, 
Mihlhausen, SO6mmerda, Taucha (M4nner- und Frauenlager), Torgau, 
Wansleben 

Calw Kommando Natzweiler 


. Colditz Kommando Buchenwald 
13. 
14. 
15. 


KL Dachau and Nebenlager: Allach, Kaufering, Mettenheim M1 
Danzig-Neufahrwasser (Gdansk) Kommando KL Stutthof, 

Dernau/Ahr Kommando ,,Rebstock” Buchenwald Gollnow&Sohn, Ko- 
blenz 

Dondangen (Dundaga) I. and II. Kommando Kaiserwald HASAG 

KL Dora-Mittelbau 

Dortmund-Hoerder-Hiittenverein Kommando Buchenwald (femminile) 
Duderstadt, Polte Kommando Buchenwald (femminile) 

Essen Humbold 

Essen, Krupp AG Kommando Buchenwald 

KL Flossenbiirg and Nebenlager: Zschachwitz, Zschopau 

Fl6Bberg Kommando Buchenwald HASAG “Floessberger Metallwer- 
ke” 

Gleiwitz II., Kommando Auschwitz 

KL Gross-Rosen and Nebenlager: Breslau-Lissa, Eule (Miihlhausen), 
Friedland, Arbeitslager Fiirsteinstein, Hochweiler, Lebau, Schlesiersee, 
Weisswasser 
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26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
. Neustadt bei Coburg (Kabel und Leitungswerk) Kommando Buchen- 


41 


42. 
43. 
44. 
45. 
46. 
47. 
48. 
49. 
50. 
51. 
52. 


53. 
54. 
55. 
56. 
57. 
58. 
59. 
60. 
61. 
62. 


Halberstadt Junkerswerke (Malachit) 
KL Krakau 

Kurben (Latvia, unknown classification) 
Landsberg am Lech 

Langenstein, Kommando Malachyt, Kommando Buchenwald 
Langenstein Zwieberge, Kommando Buchenwald 

KL Lebrechtsdorf-Potulitz 

Libau (Liepaja) Ghetto 

Liibberstedt, Lufthauptmunitionsanstalt, Kommando Neuengamme 
KL Mauthausen and Nebenlager: Gusen, Lenzing, Ebensee 
Meuselwitz (HASAG) 

Mittelbau Salza, Kommando Dora 

Mihlhausen Geratebau GmbH 

KL Natzweiler 

KL Neuengamme 


171 


wald 

Niederorschel (Junkerswerke), Kommando Buchenwald 
Ohrdruf SII], Kommando Buchenwald 

Oranienburg (Heinkelwerke) 

Penig (Max-Gehrt Werke), Nebenlager KL Buchenwald 
KL Plaszéw 

Plémnitz Nebenlager Leopard 

Porta Westfalica, Kommando Neugamme 

Raguhn, Nebenlager KL Buchenwald 

KL Ravensbriick, Kommando Malchow 

Reichenbach 

Riga, Kommando Sachsenhausen, KL Riga-Kaiserwald, Riga-Spilwe, 
Kommando Kaiserwald 

KL Sachsenhausen 

Schlieben (Nebenlager KL Ravensbriick, HASAG) 
Schénebeck (Nebenlager KL Buchenwald) 
Sonneberg-West (Thiiringer Zahnradwerke, Junkers) 
Sommerda Thiiringen 

KL Stutthof 

Thekla, Kommando Buchenwald 

Tréglitz/Rehmsdorf Kommando Buchenwald 

Windau (Ventspils, Lettonia) Nebenlager Kaiserwald 
Wolfrathausen Kommando Dachau. 


7] Kurben was a different name for Dondangen. 
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In the immediate aftermath of the war, the oft-mentioned DEGOB (De- 
portdltakat Gondoz6 Orszdgos Bizottsdg, National Committee for Assis- 
tance to Deportees) sent its representatives to multiple former German 
concentration camps in search of surviving Hungarian Jews. The relevant 
lists were published in the newspaper Hirek az elhurcoltakrér (News about 
Deportees), the first issue of which was published on 5 July 1945.'” It 
listed the names of former prisoners found in the camps of Homberg (near 
Kassel), Kammer-Scharfling, (Litzberg), Leipzig, Frielendorf (Kassel), 
Hillersleben (Magdeburg), Aurolzmiinster (Ried, Upper Austria), Buchen- 
wald, Sachsenhausen, Leipzig, “Dresden Hotel,” Sondheim (Rh6n-Grab- 
feld, Bavaria), Unter-Themenau (Nikolsburg), Gorlitz, Wells (Wels, Mau- 
thausen), Trébitz (Bergen-Belsen). 

Issue No. 2 of the periodical (17 July 1945) deals with “Auschwitz and 
Surroundings.” A couple of thousand Hungarian Jews were present in the 
camps of Auschwitz, Katowice, Krakow, Czestochowa, Lodz, Warsaw, 
Blomberg, Lautenburg, Lublin and Chemnitz. In Auschwitz itself, only 48 
Jews were still in that camp on 20 May, who were being treated by Soviet 
doctors. Hungarian Jews had been deported via Auschwitz to various 
camps in Silesia and the Sudentenland: Gross-Rosen, Parschnitz, Berns- 
dorf, Schatzler, Trautenau, Gabeldorf, Oberaltstadt, Troppau, etc. At The- 
resienstadt, 4,800 Hungarian Jews were found in early June 1945 (pp. If.). 
In Austria, repatriation had already begun; the first train had left Linz with 
1,200 people. In Reich territory, DEGOB delegates visited camps in Leip- 
zig, Buchenwald, Waldenburg, Nordhausen, Celle, Bergen, Braunschweig, 
Hannover, Salzwedel, Hamburg, where they found small groups of Hun- 
garian Jews (p. 2). This is followed by lists of former deportees who were 
in Sweden, Theresienstadt (the list includes 48 children aged 1-14; pp. 3- 
5), Celle, Salzwedel (about 760 names; pp. 6-9), Altenberg, Buchenwald, 
Ziegenhain, near Kassel (over 860 names; pp. 9-16), Bergen-Belsen (over 
1,800 names, mostly women; pp. 16-24). 

Issue No. 3 (14 August 1945) contains lists of survivors who were in 
Garmisch-Partenkirchen (Bavaria), Dornach (about 1,800 names) coming 
from Wels (near Linz) and Lambach (near Wels; pp. 3-9). In Dornach and 
other locations on the Danube, there were still about 2,200 Hungarian Jews 
at the beginning of August 1945 (p. 3). The Soviets rounded up 850 Jews 
from Monowitz and other camps in Czestochowa, and deported them to 
Sluck, Belarus; the relevant list contains over 800 names (pp. 10-13). An- 
other list, concerning Feldafing (south of Munich) contains over 650 names 


(pp. 14-16). 


'. Hirek az elhurcoltakrér. Budapest, 5 July 1945, pp. 1-16; dates and page numbers in text 
refer to this, unless stated otherwise. 
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Issue No. 4 (7 Sept. 1945) is devoted to Hungarian PoWs who were in 
Siberia, the Ural region, Germany and Austria. 

Issue No. 5 (20 Oct. 1945) gives lists of Hungarian Jews who were in 
Italy and Switzerland (pp. 3-5), who had been transferred to Sweden (pp. 
6-11). It also contains a geographic table with an indication of the places 
where Hungarian Jews had been deported or were found (pp. 14f.), to 
which I will return in Chapter 1.10. 

Here, however, only direct transfers from Auschwitz to other camps and 
for a limited period of time are of interest, as I will explain later. In addi- 
tion to those mentioned earlier, there are many other documented trans- 
ports, only some of which are mentioned by Czech in her Auschwitz 
Chronicle.'” 

I summarize all available data in the following table. It is divided into 
two parts: the first covers the period from 17 May to 14 July, during which 
45,160 Hungarian Jews were transferred away from Birkenau, as indicated 
by documents. The second part runs from 15 July to 21 August, the day for 
which the strength of the Auschwitz-Birkenau Camp is known. The choice 
of these two dates will be explained later. 


Table 1.16: Transfers of Hungarian Jews away from Auschwitz, 17 
May through 14 July 1944 


Date [d/m/y] | _# _ |Hungarian |Destination Source 
17/5/1944 1,500 |Jews KL Gross-Rosen 174 
24/5/1944 | 3,000 News [KLGross-Rosen | ae 
24/5/1944 189 |Jews KL Gross-Rosen 177 
end of May | 4,000 flews [Warsaw | Sn 
end of May | 1,000 jJews Mittelbau-Dora #20 


® Tn Table 16, I have given Czech’s Auschwitz Chronicle as a source only in cases where 

she refers to ISD transport lists, which I was unable to verify (1, 10, 13 July). 

7 Sprenger, p. 335. 

® Politische Abteilung. Weimar-Buchenwald, den 25.5.44. Liste der Neuzuginge. Vom 
25.5.44 von K.L. Auschwitz. Politische Ungarn (Juden). ISD, 5285224-5285244. 

7 Sprenger, p. 336. 

77 Konieczny, p. 58. Registration numbers 36516-36704. The Jewesses were transferred to 
the Peterswaldau Labor Camp. 

78 Marsalek, p. 126. Registration numbers 66964-68963. The transferred deportees were 
divided into two lists of 1,000 people each. AGK, 131-11, pp. 146-165 and pp. 166-185. 

 Megargee, Part B, p. 1512. 

80 ibid., p. 980. 

81 Politische Abteilung. Weimar-Buchenwald, 2. Juni 1944. Neuzugiinge vom 2. Juni 1944 
von K.L. Auschwitz. Politische Ungarn (Juden). ISD, 5285253-5285269. 
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Date [d/m/y] Hungarian |Destination Source 
5 182 
5-7/6/1944 "| 3,500 |Jewesses_|KL Riga, Kividli, Kaunas | noe 
8/6/1944 1,000 |Jews KL Mauthausen 185 
8/6/1944 | 4,000 Jews [KL Gross-Rosen en 
13/6/1944 500 |Jews KL Mauthausen 188 


KL Buchenwald 191 


KL Mauthausen 


KL Natzweiler 

182 K_L. Sachsenhausen. Zuginge Monat Juni 1944. GARF, 7021-104-4, p. 133. 

'83 Politische Abteilung. Weimar-Buchenwald, den 7. Juni 1944. Neuzuginge vom 6. Juni 
1944 von K.L. Auschwitz. Politische Ungarn/Juden. ISD, 5285273-5285308. 

184 Jahn, pp. 281-284. 

'85 Konzentrationslager Mauthausen. Schutzhaftlager. Mauthausen, den 8. Juni 1944. Liste 
der Zuginge vom 8. Juni 1944 /vom K.L. Auschwitz (1000 Ung. Juden — alle befinden 
sich im Nebenlager Gusen). Registration numbers 69401-70400. ISD, 1319417- 
1319436. 

'86 Konzentrationslager Mauthausen. Schutzhaftlager. Mauthausen, den 9. Juni 1944. Liste 
der Zuginge vom 8. Juni / 1000 Ung. Juden vom K.L. Auschwitz. Registration numbers 
70401-71400. ISD, 1319437-1319456. 

'87 Sprenger, p. 337. This group likely included the 250 Hungarian Jews transferred on 9 
June to Camp II-Dérnhau, Registration numbers 43131-43380. ISD, 154219-154226. 

'88 K onzentrationslager Mauthausen. Schutzhaftlager. Mauthausen, den 14. Juni 1944. Liste 
der Zuginge vom 13. Juni 1944 (500 Juden-Ung. vom K.L. Auschwitz, wurden am 14. 
Juni nach dem Nebenlager Gusen iiberstellt). Registration numbers 71701-72200. ISD, 
1319466-1319475. 

'89 Konzentrationslager Mauthausen. Schutzhaftlager. Mauthausen, den 14. Juni 1944. Liste 
der Zuginge vom 13. Juni 1944. (1000 Ungarische Juden vom K.L. Auschwitz. Haft- 
linge von If. Nr. 1 bis 975 befinden sich im Aussenkommando Quarz). Registration 
numbers 72701-73700. ISD, 1319488-1319508. 

190 KL. Auschwitz II. Abtlg. Arbeitseinsatz. Auschwitz II, den ... Juli 1944. Transportliste 
ungarischer Juden nach Kaufering (Dachau). ISD, 129637132-29637140. This transport 
is mentioned in the letter from the head of the inmate clothing department dated 14 July 
1944 (AGK, NTN, 88, pp. 111-113). 

'9! Politische Abteilung. Weimar-Buchenwald, den 18.6.44. Neuzuginge vom 18. Juni 
1944. RSHA von K.L. Auschwitz. Politische Ungarn (Juden). ISD, 5285311-5285327. 

' Konzentrationslager Mauthausen. Schutzhaftlager. Mauthausen, den 20. Juni 1944. Liste 
der Zuginge vom 19. Juni 1944 (750 Ungarische Juden vom K.L. Auschwitz, alle am 
19. d. M. tiberstellt dem Nebenlager Gusen). Registration numbers 73951-74700. ISD, 
1319522-1319536. 

'3 Konzentrationslager Mauthausen. Schutzhaftlager. Mauthausen, den 20. Juni 1944. Liste 
der Zuginge vom 19. Juni 1944 (750 Juden-Ungarn vom K.L. Auschwitz). Registration 
numbers 74701-75450. ISD, 1319537-1319552. 
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Date [d/m/y] 
2 


Hungarian |Destination Source 
195 


[June-July] 500 |Jewesses |Neuengamme (Bremen-Obernheide) 


4 YVA, O.51-9. Natzweiler, den 27.6.1944. Zuginge vom 20.6.1944. 500 ungarischer 
Juden (Uberstellung vom K.L. Auschwitz nach Aussenkommando Longwy), registration 
numbers 17755-18154. 

5 Politische Abteilung. Weimar-Buchenwald, den 24. Juni 1944. Neuzugiinge vom 24. 
Juni 1944. Von K.L. Auschwitz (1. Liste). Politische Ungarn (Juden) RSHA. ISD, 
5285329-5385336. 

°° AMS, I-IIB-8, pp. 1-2, Jiidische Transporte. Registration numbers 37642-40143. 

°7 Megargee, Part B, p. 1096. 

°8 Czech 1990, p. 655. 

°° Politische Abteilung. Weimar-Buchenwald, den 4.X.44. Neuzugiinge vom 4. Oktober 
1944. Weibliche Haftlinge von KL. Auschwitz nach Akdo Essen (Eingetroffen vom Ak- 
do Gelsenkirchen am 24.8.44). Politische Ungarinnen/Jiidinnen. ISD, 495562-495570, 
and 5288878-5288886. The inmate personnel cards of two female inmates (Gabriella 
Schwartz and Iren Rosenfeld; ISD, 7712541 and 7696648) show that this transfer oc- 
curred on 4 July 1944. 

200 Megargee, Part B, p. 1107. 

201 Verzeichnis der Neuzuginge ab 1. Juli 1944. NO-2300. 

2021990, p. 661. 

03;bid., p. 664. 

204 M.K.L. Auschwitz IT. Abtlg. Arbeitseinsatz. Auschwitz II, den 14. Juli 1944. 
Transportliste ungarischer Juden nach K.L. Buchenwald. ISD, 129637325-129637366. 
The inmates were without registration numbers, so they certainly came from the “transit 
camp” in Birkenau. Politische Abteilung. Weimar-Buchenwald, 16. Juli 1944. 
Neuzuginge vom 16. Juli 1944 von K.L. Auschwitz. Politische Ungarn/Juden RSHA. 
ISD, 495121-495163. 

205 AMS, I-IIB-8, pp. 1-2, Jiidische Transporte. Registration numbers 50571-53070. 

206 M.K.L. Auschwitz IL. Abtlg. Arbeitseinsatz. Auschwitz II, den ... Juli 1944. 
Transportliste ungarischer Juden nach Kaufering (Dachau). ISD, 129637132-129637140. 
The inmates were without registration numbers, so they certainly came from the “transit 
camp” in Birkenau. Cf. Czech 1990, p. 671. 

207 Frauenlager Birkenau, II. K.L. Auschwitz. Birkenau, den 27.7.44. Transportliste (800 

ung. Jiidinnen). ISD, 129637158-129637171. The inmates were without registration 

numbers, so they certainly came from the “transit camp” in Birkenau. 
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Date [d/m/y] 


Hungarian |Destination Source 
5) : ys 


208 


2/8/1944 500 |Jewesses |KL Neuengamme (Bremen) au 


14/8/1944 2,800 |Jewesses |KL Stutthof 213 


2™ half Aug.| 400 |Jewesses |KL Neuengamme (Boizenburg) 


21/8/1944 270 |Jews KL Buchenwald 215 


Total:| 61,160 


208 Megargee, Part B, p. 1033. 

209 Namentliche Liste der am 31.7.44 vom K.L. Auschwitz beim Arbeitskdo. I. Lippstadt 
Kappeler Landstrasse 132 (Eisen. und Metallwerke.) eingetroffenen 530 weibl. Haft- 
linge. /Ungarische Jiidinnen/. ISD, 5288794-5288803, and 495478-495488. Politische 
Abteilung. Weimar-Buchenwald, 9. Dezember 1944. Neuzugiinge vom 9. Dezember 
1944. 530 weibl. Haftlinge von KI. Auschwitz nach Akdo Lippstadt (eingetroffen 
30.8.44). Politische Ungarinnen-Jiidinnen. ISD, 5288805-5288522. 

210 M.K.L. Auschwitz II. Abtlg. Arbeitseinsatz. Auschwitz IL, den ... Juli 1944. 
Transportliste ungarischer Juden nach... ISD, 129637143-129637146. 800 Hungarian 
Jews without registration numbers, so they certainly came from the “transit camp” in 
Birkenau. 

711 Megargee, Part B, p. 1090. 

712 Frauenlager KL. Auschwitz. Abt. IT. Auschwitz, den 13.8.1944. Transportliste tiber 1000 
ung. Jiidinnen. Allendorf (written in pencil). ISD, 5288860-5288886; and 129637175- 
129637191; Nachweis iiber 1000 ung. Jiidinnen, welche vom KL. Auschwitz nach dem 
Arb. Kdo. Allendorf iiberstellt wurden und folgende Buchenwald Nummern erhielten. 
ISD, 5288824-5288840. The inmates were without registration numbers, so they certain- 
ly came from the “transit camp” in Birkenau. Nachweis tiber 1000 ung. Jiidinnen, welche 
am 13.8.1944 vom KL. Auschwitz nach dem Arb.-Kdo. Allendorf iiberstellt wurden und 
folgende Buchenwald Nr. erhielten. ISD, 495489-495505. 

213 AMS, I-IIB-8, pp. 1-2, Jiidische Transporte. Registration numbers 63847-66646. Kon- 
zentrationslager Stutthof. Kommandantur. Politische Abteilung. Stutthof, den 14. August 
1944. Betr.: Einweisung von Haftlingen. An das Schutzhaftlager. Nachstehend 
aufgefiihrte Haftlinge — Juden und Jiidinnen — wurden am 14.8.1944 in das Konzentra- 
tionslager eingewiesen. AMS, I-IIB-11, pp. 25-66, last page missing, 2,780 inmates from 
Auschwitz Camp. 

214 AMS, I-IIB-8, pp. 1-2, Jiidische Transporte. Registration numbers 66702-69501. Kon- 
zentrationslager Stutthof. Kommandantur. Politische Abteilung. Stutthof, den 17.8.1944. 
Betr.: Einweisung von Haftlingen. An das Schutzhaftlager. Nachstehend aufgefiihrte 
Haftlinge — Juden und Jiidinnen — wurden am 16.8.1944 in das Konzentrationslager 
eingewiesen, pp. 67-93, partial list (up to no. 2330). 

215 Politische Abteilung. Weimar-Buchenwald, 31. Okt. 1944. Neuzuginge vom 31. Okt. 
1944. 270 Haftlinge von KL. Auschwitz nach Arb. Kdo Bochum (eingetroffen am 21. 
Aug. 44) Politische Ungarn / Juden. ISD, 495260-495264, and 5285485-5285489. 
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A few remarks are pertinent here. 

1. According to the report of the head of the inmate clothing department 
quoted earlier, 45,132 detainees were transferred from Birkenau in 48 
transports during the period from 15 May to 14 July 1944; this list 
shows 27 entries, which evidently should be understood cumulatively 
(individual entries may refer to two or more transports). 

2. The list shown above contains all deportees transferred from Birkenau; 
the (45,160 — 45,132 =) 28 extra transferees result from rounded figures 
assumed for transports whose original lists are unknown. 

3. Up to 21 August 1944, 61,160 Hungarian Jews were transferred, of 
which 24,550 were women, and 36,610 men. 

4. To the above figures must be added the approximately 2,000 Hungarian 
Jews sent to Plaszow in May-June 1944 who were not transferred back 
to Auschwitz; moreover the 518 Hungarian Jews who were sent to Gel- 
senkirchen on 4 July, as I explained earlier. 

Therefore, in the period indicated, the transfer away from Auschwitz of 

(24,550 + 2,000 + 510 =) about 27,100 women and about 36,600 men, in 

total about 63,700 Jews from Hungary, can be considered documented. 


1.7. Leo Glaser’s List of Transports with Jewish 
Men 


On 5 August 1945, Leo Glaser wrote a letter “to the military government in 

Linz,” to which he attached a transport list, and also explained its origin:?'° 
“Subject: SS Hauptsturmfuehrer Kramer of Bergen-Belsen Concentration 
Camp. 
Through the press and radio I have learned that SS Hauptsturmfuehrer 
Kramer, the camp commandant of the Bergen-Belsen Concentration Camp, 
has been charged with the murder of 27,000 Jews. Kramer was the camp 
commandant of Auschwitz II (Birkenau) Concentration Camp in 1944. 
In the period from May to 20 September 1944, about 650,000 Jews (men, 
women and children) were killed by poison gas and burned in the cremato- 
ria of the Auschwitz II (Birkenau) Camp under his direction. This is the 
biggest mass murder of all times. In the aforementioned period, about 
825,00[0] Jews came to Auschwitz from all the countries of the world, 
about 20% of the total number (men and women) were sent to the camp, 
the rest were exterminated. 


216 YVA, O.18-240. 
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I have enclosed a detailed list of the male transports that arrived in Birke- 
nau during the above-mentioned period. The number of female transports 
during the same period is approximately the same, if not higher. 
I was detained for seven years in various concentration camps as a politi- 
cal prisoner until my liberation on 6 May of this year, and was in Ausch- 
witz-Birkenau from October 1942 until § January 1945. I was an eyewit- 
ness to the above-mentioned atrocities, and had the opportunity to keep 
records of all incoming transports. I carried these records with me at con- 
stant risk to my life, until my liberation. 

The special representative appointed by Adolf Hitler for this ‘Hungarian 

Jewish Action’ was SS Obersturmbannfuehrer Hess [sic], who was notori- 

ous for his brutality and special cruelty; the camp commandant was SS 

Hauptsturmfuehrer Kramer, and the first Schutzhaftlagerfuehrer leader of 

the protective custody camp was SS Hauptsturmfuehrer Schwarzhuber. SS 

Hauptscharfuehrer Moll was particularly cruel and bestial in his bloody 

work. He was responsible for the supervision and organization of the 4 

crematoria. 

I request the American Military Government to forward this letter to the 

appropriate authority in the event that my information should be of inter- 

est. 1am prepared to swear to my statements at any time. 

Sgd. Leo Glaser 

Director of the Insurance Institute of the Austrian Federal States, Vienna. 

Presently: Vienna I, Elisabethstrasse 24 

Enclosure: I detailed List.” 

This letter, and presumably the attached list (see Doc. 3), was classified by 
the Americans as document PS-3686, but it remained buried in the ar- 
chives, and was never used in any trial, nor was Glaser ever called to testi- 
fy, despite the obvious importance of the document. 

According to the ARC website article mentioned earlier, Leo Glaser 
had been Kapo der head of the Birkenau inmate clothing department. 
However, this is not supported by documents, but only by testimony. One 
of the earliest dates from the immediate postwar period. Former inmate 
Zygmunt Janiak was interned at Auschwitz in March 1943, and remained 
there until the day of his escape on 17 April 1944. On 28 August 1947, he 
made a statement in which he stated:*"” 

“Throughout my stay in Auschwitz, I worked at the clothing department, 

with the exception of the last five days of my stay, when I was assigned to 

the external unit railway detachment. This detachment built the railway 
from Auschwitz Station to the Birkenau crematorium. I was able to escape 
precisely because of my work in this unit. My boss at the clothing- 
department warehouse was SS Unterscharfiihrer Markmann, the head of 


217 AGK, NTN, 139, Vol. 56, p. 169. 
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the overall department was SS Scharfiihrer Reichenbach. I performed the 

duties of messenger and aide, first to Schelsinger, then to chief foreman 

Glaser.” 

According to the Auschwitz Museum’s database, Glaser was registered 
under number 70284, from which it can be inferred that he arrived in 
Auschwitz on 25 October 1942 by transport from Sachsenhausen Camp, 
which confirms his claim that he was interned in Auschwitz “from October 
1942.” 

Leo Glaser’s inmate personnel card indicates that he was born on 12 Ju- 
ly 1893, lived in Vienna, was arrested on 24 April 1938, and was sent to 
Ravensbriick on 27 March 1942. Under the heading “transferred,” it states 
that he was transferred on 20 September 1942 to “Sac.,” evidently Sach- 
senhausen, and on 5 October 1943 [meaning 1942] to “Ausch.,” Ausch- 
witz. The inmate personnel card in question is not from Auschwitz, how- 
ever, because it bears the registration number “6751 DR Sch,”?!8 which 
belonged neither to this camp nor to Sachsenhausen. 

On 3 April 1963, Glaser was interrogated in Vienna as part of the crim- 
inal investigation against Bruno Albrecht and others. He deposited a five- 
page statement, but page 3 is unfortunately missing in the digitization of 
the volume. On the first page we read:*"” 

“T came from Sachsenhausen to Auschwitz in September 1942 as a political 

prisoner. I was given prisoner number 70,284. I was immediately sent to 

Birkenau, and remained there until the evacuation to Mauthausen. At first, 

I was assigned to various work units, was a block clerk in various blocks, 

and in about the spring of 1944, I became foreman at the inmate clothing 

department, and remained so until the evacuation. As foreman of the cloth- 
ing department, I repeatedly came to the ramp. The selections were carried 
out at the ramp by the camp doctors in the presence of the block and rap- 
port leaders.” 

He then briefly returned to his assignment, stating about it:7”° 
“As Kapo foreman of the clothing department, I had free access to all sec- 
tions of the Birkenau Camp.” 

Then Glaser listed the SS men he remembered, including:””! 
“4.) The paramedic Klehr, who was generally known as gas master. On my 
way to the clothing storage, I repeatedly passed by Crematoria 3 and 4, 


218 ISD, 1460020. 

219 Zeugenvernehmung. Landes-Gericht fiir Strafsachen Wien am 5.4.1963. Hess. HStA 
Wiesbaden, Auschwitzprozess I, Abt. 461, Nr. 37638/84, pp. 15735-15739 (Bandzahl- 
werk: 0021-0023; Filmzahlwerk: 1258-1260: each scan contains two pages); here p. 
15735. 

220 ibid., p. 15736. 

221 ibid., p. 15738. 
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and saw Klehr several times, controlling the gassing and venting of the gas 

chamber.” 

Glaser’s name does not appear in any of the major studies on the history of 
the camp (Diugoborski/Piper 1999 & 2000) and the activities of the in- 
mates (Garlinski 1974; Langbein 1987), but this does not carry decisive 
weight regarding the compilation of the list. 

During the Auschwitz Trial in Frankfurt (20 December 1963 to 20 Au- 
gust 1965), Leo Glaser was mentioned by two witnesses, but only in pass- 
ing. Otto Wolken stated that, in the clothing warehouse "a Viennese, a cer- 
tain Glaser, was Kapo".?” Kurt Knuth-Siebenlist stated:?”* 

“As a further witness to [Pery] Broad’s behavior and activity, I would like 

to mention: General Manager Leo Glaser, former Kapo of the inmate 

clothing department in Birkenau, now living in Vienna.” 

Before going into detail, a brief comment on the letter’s numerical data is 
necessary. Glaser states that “In the period from May to 20 September 
1944,” 650,000 Jews were gassed at Birkenau, that 825,000 arrived during 
the same period, and that only 20 percent of these were admitted to the 
camp. This number should therefore correspond to (825,000 — 650,000 =) 
175,000, but 20 percent of 825,000 is 165,000. In the general summary of 
his list, Glaser gives the figure of 82,435 admitted Jews (men only); the 
number of female inmates, according to Glaser, was the same, “if not high- 
er,” which explains the total number of internees (men and women) of 
165,000. 

The figure of deportees (825,000) is greatly exaggerated. According to 
F. Piper, about 563,000 Jews arrived at Auschwitz from May to September 
1944.?** Hence, if 165,000 were admitted to the camp, the percentage 
would not be 20%, but (165,000 + 563,000 x 100 =) 29.3%. 

One could chalk this off as an inevitably part of the anti-German hyste- 
ria that raged in 1945. The question that needs to be clarified is another: 
what was the inmate clothing department, and why could a list of new arri- 
vals to the camp be compiled there? 

A book from the Auschwitz Museum devoted specifically to Birkenau’s 
main disinfestation facility, the so-called Zentralsauna (to which the inmate 
clothing department was closely connected), which is accompanied by nu- 
merous testimonies, makes it possible to answer these questions. The book 
in question presents a detailed description of the Zentralsauna and a “Plan 


222 Interrogation of Otto Wolken, 20th Session, 27 February 1964; Fritz Bauer Insti- 
tut/Staatl. Museum Auschwitz, p. 5093. 

223 Reading of a witness interrogation record by Kurt Knuth-Siebenlist of 3 December 1959; 
ibid., pp. 10207f. 

224 Piner 1993, “Tabelle D — Die Transporte mit Juden nach Auschwitz aus den einzelnen 
Landern von 1940 bis 1945,” inserted between page 144 and 145. 
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of the Sauna on the Basis of Extant Construction Documents” (Swiebocka, 

pp. 34-36, 49). Both are not fully accurate, so it is better to rely on the orig- 

inal plan drawn by the Birkenau Construction Office No. 2151, titled “Dis- 

infection and disinfestation facility at the PoW Camp Auschwitz,” dated 2 

March 1943 (Pressac 1989, p. 72; see Doc. 4). It gives the names of all 

rooms, to which I assign consecutive numbers, starting with the en- 

trance: 

. entrance 

. waiting and undressing room 

. toilet facilities 

. valuables 

. admission (this room is missing in the Auschwitz Museum’s description 
and plan) 

. unclean side 

. Shearing room 

. examination room 

. doctor 

10. vestibule 

11. W.C. 

12. entrance for the doctor 

13. shower room 

14. drying room 

15. supervision 

16. towels 

17. clean side 

18. clothes issue room 

19. waiting and dressing room 

20. toilet facility 

21. clothes storage and issue room 

22. entrance 

23. exit. 

24, 25: Materials 

26, 28, 29. stoker pit 


AB WN Re 


Oo OND 


225 The transfer-protocol documents (“Ubergabeverhandlung’’) for the Zentralsauna of 22 
January 1944 include the following “building description”: 


“Kellergeschop: 1 Heizraum, 1 Brennstoffraum, 3 Heizgruben. 


Erdgeschof: I Ausgaberaum, I Ankleideraum, 1 Auskleideraum, 3 Aborte, 1 
Kleiderausgaberaum, 1 Wertsachenraum, 2 Durchgdnge rein u. unrein, 4 
Entwesungs-HeiBluftkammern, 3 Entwesungsofen, 2 Magazine, I Scherraum, 1 Unter- 
suchungsraum, I Arztzimmer, I Flur, 1 Waschraum, I Brauseraum, 1 Boilerraum, 1 
Handtuchausgaberaum, 1 Aufsichtsraum, 1 Trockenraum.” RGVA, 502-1-335, p. 1a. 
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27/1-4: Disinfestation chambers 1-4. 

The new arrivals were admitted to the facility trough the entrance (1), and 
entered the waiting and undressing room (2), where they undressed and 
handed over their valuables (4), then were registered (admission, 5) and 
went through the unclean-side (6) corridor to the shearing room (7), where 
they were shaved. In the next room, they were medically examined (exam- 
ination room, 8), after which they went to the shower room (13). From 
there, they passed to dry themselves in the drying room (14), where they 
were given towels (16). From there, crossed to the clean side (17) and en- 
tered the waiting and dressing room (19). There, they received clean cloth- 
ing either from the local clothes issue room (18), if they were female de- 
tainees; or from the local clothes storage and issue room (21), if they were 
male inmates. Once clothed, new arrivals would leave the facility through 
the exit (23). 

A number of testimonies report useful facts about the treatment of in- 
mates in the Zentralsauna and their registration, from which the Glaser list 
is evidently derived. 

Wiadystaw Szydtowski, who worked at the Zentralsauna from May to 
December 1944, stated (Swiebocka, pp. 100-102): 

“After establishing the number of prisoners, the commander of the escort 
turned the new column over to the SS garrison Kommandofiihrer (unit 
leader] on duty in the sauna, who was responsible for them from then on. 
During the intake of a transport of prisoners at the camp, there were six or 
seven SS men on duty in the sauna, under the command of the Kom- 
mandofiihrer whom I have mentioned. When there was no incoming 
transport, a single SS man was on duty in the sauna. At times of peak oper- 
ations, there was an intake of three transports a day — that is about 6,000 
people. 
The intake of a new transport of prisoners into the camp had more or less 
the following character: 
After being carefully counted, the people were herded into the so-called 
dirty room [the unclean side...]. They undressed there and had to give their 
civilian clothing to prisoners on detachment from the Effektenkammer 
(storage for prisoners’ personal effects). [...] 
Along the wall next to the door leading from the ‘dirty room’ to the corri- 
dor stood tables. Reception department scribes (Aufnahmeschreiber) sat 
there and wrote down the personal data of the people on the appropriate 
file cards for the registration of new prisoners. The cards also had a place 
to note what the prisoners had placed on deposit. Then the prisoner ob- 
tained the number that he or she would be required to use in the camp from 
then on. [...] 
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After taking showers and having their entire bodies disinfected by a pris- 
oner from the sauna staff who wiped them with cotton-wool soaked in a 
disinfectant solution, the newly registered prisoners entered the ‘clean 
side’ of the Sauna and obtained striped uniforms passed out by one of the 
prisoners from the Bekleidungskammer [clothing department] detail. 

At first, transports of men and women alike were received by a crew made 

up exclusively of men prisoners. Later, the situation changed. A women’s 

Bekleidungskammer detail, made up of a dozen or more Jewish women 

prisoners, was set up in May 1944. 

The men’s Bekleidungskammer detail, where I worked, occupied a room 

(...) where there were shelves holding the various items that made up a 

prisoner’s standard-issue “kit.” On these shelves, standing parallel to the 

entrance, were boots, blouses, trousers, and so on. [...| After the comple- 
tion in the sauna of all the tasks connected with the reception of a transport 
in camp, the prisoners left the sauna building. They were clothed in striped 
camp uniforms, shaves, and marked with numbers tattooed on their fore- 
arms. In the square in front of the sauna, they were again formed up into 
columns and counted. The number of prisoners received by the sauna 

Kommandofiihrer had to tally with the number of prisoners ready to march 

into the camp.” 

The above-mentioned book also contains an extensive excerpt from Jerzy 
Skotnicki’s deposition at the Héss Trial (ibid., pp. 105f.), but it has serious 
omissions, so I translate from the original text. 

Skotnicki, who testified during the eighth session of the Héss Trial (19 
March 1947), made important statements about the arrival of the deportees 
at Birkenau in the summer of 1944 and the role of the Zentralsauna (which 
he called the “new sauna’) within the reception procedure at the camp:*”° 
“From the weaving section I was assigned to the effects unit. Then a new 
sauna was built at Birkenau, a new bathing facility. [...] 

It was a large building, divided into a dirty and a clean part. On one side 
were received transports of arriving inmates. These transports underwent 
haircuts, were shaved, went to the toilet, then were sent to the camp. Only 
those who were destined for work at the camp or in other camps went 
there; in addition inmates who came from other camps to Auschwitz, which 
served as a transit camp for them.” 

“In May 1944, the first Hungarian transports began [to arrive]. The first 
transport arrived in mid-May. Six hundred ten or twenty women from Bu- 
dapest. [...] After two weeks, the first Hungarian transports began to ar- 
rive, at first from Subcarpathian Russia, from Rachéw [?] and Mukac 
[Munkacs], then from other regions except Budapest. We tried to establish 


26 Hiss Trial, 8th Session, 19 March 1947, Deposition of J. Skotnicki, p. 815; page num- 
bers in text from there, unless stated otherwise. 
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the number of those arriving by transports. We didn’t think they could sur- 

vive, but some were under the illusion that they would survive and that it 

could be talked about. We did the calculation in this way: at the 

Effektenkammer [inmate-effects department], a book was kept of the arrival 

of inmates at the bathing facility [=Zentralsauna]. There were the following 

columns: Date of arrival, time, origin, type of transport, and from where 
these people were deported. Date and time were clear things; as for the 
kind of transport, there were the following types: If [there was indicated] 

Reich Main Security Office [RSHA], they were mainly Jews, then [also] 

political detainees, if other camps, they were only detainees.” (p. 817) 

The percentage of Hungarian Jews admitted to the camp was about 20 per- 
cent. The witness stated (p. 818) 
“At first, these transports were not very numerous, 2 to 5 arriving per day, 
up to I5 to 20,000 [people] per day. As time went on, they began to in- 
crease. At the end of June, in the middle of July 1944, there was a day 
when 7,000 [people] a day [sic] passed through the inmate-effects depart- 
ment, which means that about 35,000 [people] were sent to the camp, that 
means that 28,000 probably perished that day.” 
Skotnicki moreover stated that, “if on average each transport amounted to 
3,000 to 5,000 people, 600,000 arrived at the camp” (ibid.), but it is unclear 
how these figures can reconcile with the period of deportation: mid-May to 
mid-July, about 60 days, hence (600,000 + 60 =) 10,000 per day. 

It is also unclear why Skotnicki introduced the figure of 35,000, which, 
in reference to a single day, would mean that five times 7,000 deportees 
would have passed through the inmate-effects department. The resulting 
killing of 28,000 implies the arrival in a single day of (35,000 + 28,000 =) 
63,000 people, of whom, surprisingly, 55.5% would have been left alive, 
and only 45.5% killed. 

Moreover, in “Mexico” (Construction Section III), as mentioned earlier, 
there were “30,000 Hungarian and Slovakian Jewesses” (p. 821). The Slo- 
vak Jews came from the southern part of Slovakia that the Treaty of Tri- 
anon had assigned to Hungary. 

In cross-examination by lawyer Umbreit, the witness reported other re- 
markable things (p. 828): 

“As stated before, the book containing the registration data of deportees 

who went to the bathing facility [Zentralsauna] gave us the possibility to 

reconstruct the presumable number of arrivals at the camp. So, I remember 
that every month the numbers of those who arrived and those who were 
sent to the bathing facility were added up. We did these sums in the break 
period, that is, in the first ten days of July 1944. The figure — to the best of 
my recollection — amounted to about 130,000 people. That means that 
130,000 people went to the bath, to the Birkenau sauna, from the beginning 
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of June to the first ten days of July. Calculating the 10 percent in other 
transports that arrived during this period, we get the figure of 120,000 
people, since the average figure of those who arrived at the camp in rela- 
tion to the total figure amounts, as I said, to about 20 percent during this 
period.'"| That brings the figure to about 100,000, that is, the figure of 
those gassed amounts to about 480,000. [228] 
Attorney Umbreit: How did the witness establish the figure of 30,000 wom- 
en in ‘Mexico’? 
Witness: We learned this from the reports.” 
A small digression is necessary here. On 15 May 1944, the headquarters of 
Auschwitz II Camp (Monowitz and subcamps) drafted the following “Cer- 
tificate (to be presented to the Economic Office)”?”’ 
“The Deutsche Gasrusswerke Ltd Gleiwitz, Plesserstrasse 206, is hereby 
certified that the forced-labor camp there was taken over in concentration 
on 3 May 1944, with 245 women and 261 men. The Rapportfiihrer appoint- 
ed by us is fully responsible for the daily occupancy report, and gives a 
copy to the company. On the basis of this occupancy report, the contingent 
certificates are to be applied for at the responsible economic office.” 
On the same day, the “Garrison Administration Auschwitz — Provisioning 
Dept.” in turn drew up the following “certificate:**° 
“The SS Auschwitz garrison administration certifies that 600 prisoners will 
be fed by the ‘Deutsche Gasrusswerke, Gleiwitz’ as of 4 May 1944. It is re- 
quested that the necessary ration coupons for this number be issued.” 
Since the transit camp’s unregistered inmates also had to eat, they too had 
to be subject to a “daily occupancy report,” so the Auschwitz headquarters 
knew their exact numbers every day. Consequently, even inmates with ad- 
ministrative duties could learn from these reports the number of people in 
the transit camp. 
In an earlier interrogation of 5 December 1945, Skotnicki had stated:”*! 
“Then I was transferred to the bath-sauna at Birkenau (BIlIg), Effektenla- 
ger,?*"! which was recently built but not [yet] in operation. This job made 
it possible for me to have contact with inmates from a wide variety of 


227 Apparently, 120,000 represents 20% of the alleged 600,000 deportees. 

228 This number results from 600,000 — 120,000; however, it is unclear how the witness 
arrives at 100,000. According to logic, he subtracted from the above-mentioned 130,000 
the 30,000 Jews from “Mexico,” whom he considered to have all been exterminated sub- 
sequently, so that they figured both in the Zentralsauna register and also in the tally of 
those allegedly gassed. 

229 ISD, 82347179. 

230 ISD, 82347180. 

231 AGK, NTN, 89, Vol. 7, p. 209. Protokot przestuchania swiadka, Jerzy Skotnicki, 5 De- 
cember 1945. 

232 The camp section where property seized from deportees was stored, which consisted of 
30 barracks 


108 C. MATTOGNO: POLITICS OF SLAVE LABOR 


camps, as well as with people who had arrived from freedom [from outside 
the camp], the so-called Zugangi [Zugdnge, admissions]. My work consist- 
ed of serving at a disinfection boiler [autoclave], which stood next to the 
little table in which the register of those who entered and left the bathhouse 
was kept by the Schreiber scribe. In this register were the following col- 
umns: date of arrival of the transport, location from which it had arrived, 
number, gender [of the deportees], date the bath was taken, and departure 
from the sauna for the camp or elsewhere, remarks. The remarks section 
noted the reasons why the sum of those who arrived at the sauna did not 
agree with the sum of those who left for the camp. This was the case when 
some sort of additional selection was made at the sauna, in which case 
people who were disabled, who had abscesses, [women] who were preg- 
nant, indicated by the doctor or his substitute paramedic. Those selected 
were sent directly to the crematorium.” 

Dymitr Wasilewski was assigned to the Zentralsauna as a doctor on 19 

June 1944. He reported: 
“The sauna was located in sector BIIg, and from the name of the building 
the whole sector was commonly referred to as the ‘sauna’ or ‘Effektenla- 
ger’.” 

1,400 female inmates worked at the inmate-effects department (Effekten- 

kammer), and 
“from 250 to 400 men worked in the sauna, depending on the arrival of 
‘gugangs’ [Zuginge]. The men’s detail was also divided, like the women’s, 
into ‘Kanada, ?**! the sauna, and the Effektenkammer.”’ (Swiebocka, p. 
107) 

Jézef Wenland was employed at the Zentralsauna as admission scribe from 

January to December 1944 with a group of 60 inmates. He recounted (ibid., 

p. 108): 
“We wrote out files on new prisoners, and on ad hoc basis we sorted the 
baggage that they brought with them. [...] 
The kapo [foreman] of the Schreibstube [typing office] was Dr. Eisen- 
schimmel, a Viennese. Others working in the detail I am speaking about in- 
cluded Dr. Wactaw Lietz, Wasilewski from the Wilno region, Zygmunt 
Staniszewski, Stanistaw Rys, Jan Pawliczak, and Leon Zabieski.”’ 

Krystyna Zywulska also provided useful information (Zywulska, pp. 

122f.): 
“The Birkenau sauna had been built with special care, a solid brick build- 
ing. Inside, there were the showers and the clothing room, where the arriv- 
ing inmates had their striped ‘clothes’ thrown at them, as well as the 
chambers for disinfecting the clothes. Day and night hot running water. 
[...] We lined up in rows of five. Our chief had lined up in front of us. He 


233 Campo jargon for the Effektenlager. 
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explained that a transport had arrived from Majdanek. About a thousand 
people. We had to record the arrivals ‘card-wise,’ i.e., enter the personal 
data of each arrival on the personnel sheet.” 

Describing the various sectors of the Birkenau Camp, Otto Wolken stat- 

ed:234 
“TCamp Section] BIg [was the] inmate-effects department [and consisted 
of] 30 blocks. Here was also built the bathing facility, the so-called ‘sau- 
na,’ with hot-air disinfection for clothes and linen, clothing room for men 
and women, and rooms for the barbers.” 

On 25 July 1945, former inmate Stanistawa Rachwatowa made a state- 

ment, in which she provided important information about the admission of 

female inmates to the camp:**° 
“T was assigned to the political office, whose official name was ‘Political 
Department, admissions.’ This office was located in the sauna building in a 
single room. Twenty female inmates worked there, under the supervision of 
an SS man. Our work consisted of filling out printed forms that contained 
the inmate’s personal and penal data. Each transport of female inmates 
was recorded in alphabetical order, then tattooed, then the last name, first 
name, nationality and type of triangle of a given inmate were noted in the 
so-called Numbers Book, and finally the deportees were passed to the polit- 
ical office for registration in the forms, the so-called sheet, which I men- 
tioned earlier. I state that each transport of female detainees, before being 
admitted to the political office, was received in the sauna, where the wom- 
en stripped naked, were shaved, and, after bathing, dressed in striped uni- 
forms, and with this clothing were led to the political office. The inmate 
was given a serial number in the political office which was entered in the 
Numbers Book; in the sauna, the inmate was given a numbered tag. The 
inmates’ belongings were deposited in the inmate-effects department. [...] 
Only the Numbers Book and the ‘admissions list’ were kept at the women’s 
political office, while the forms, so-called sheets and documents, were sent 
the same day by the head of the women’s political office to the central po- 
litical office in Auschwitz. Based on the sheets and the documents that 
came from those arrested and were called Unterlagen [documents], or rea- 
sons for arrest, so-called ‘admissions list’ were typed at the central politi- 
cal office in Auschwitz. These lists noted the detainee ’s number, citizenship 
and type of triangle, first and last name, full date of birth, place of birth 
and occupation. This register was the basis for ascertaining a detainee’s 
identity. Copies of the admissions lists were sent to the women’s or men’s 
political section, camp headquarters, inmate-effects department, typing 
room, and clothing department. [...] 


234 AGK, NTN, 88 (Héss Trial, Vol. 6), p. 190. 
235 AGK, NTN, 84 (Héss Trial, Vol. 3), pp. 99-102. 
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In June and July 1944, mass transports of Hungarian Jews arrived at 

Auschwitz, of which about 70,000 women were received in the women’s 

camp area and placed in the camp section called Mexico. These Jews did 

not receive numbers or tattoos, nor were they included in the aforemen- 

tioned register. In the fall of 1944, they were sent en masse, several thou- 
sand a day, to work in factories in Reich territory. Our office typed up the 
list, which contained only first and last name, and date of birth. Transports 
went to the designated work place.” 
The inmate clothing department or simply clothing department was part of 
Department IV of the administration of the Auschwitz Camp. Aleksander 
Lasik described it as follows: 
“The clothing section of Department IV in Auschwitz concentration camp 
was run by a non-commissioned SS officer (Leiter der Bekleidungskammer 
or Chef der Bekleidungskammer), who was in charge of directors for pris- 
oners’ clothing (Leiter der SS-Bekleidungskammer). The section was cen- 
trally located in the main camp, and its only branches were in the Birkenau 
and Monowitz camps. Each was headed by a non-commissioned SS officer, 
who supervised the SS men or prisoners employed there at a given moment. 

The section for supplying clothing to women prisoners in Birkenau was or- 

ganized in a similar way.” (Dtugoborski/Piper 2000, Vol. I, p. 236) 

The inmate clothing department therefore carried out “card-wise” the regis- 
tration of new arrivals (this was the specific task of the typing room in the 
admissions room, where the admission scribes worked), collected and cata- 
logued the clothing brought along, and supplied clean inmate clothing 
(clothes issue room). 

The letter from the head of the inmate clothing department of 26 June 
1944 quoted earlier confirms this procedure. It informs us that SS Unter- 
scharfiihrer Olexius “issues a receipt for the clothing with which the in- 
mates are clothed. This receipt shows which clothing the inmates are pro- 
vided with. This receipt is presented for inspection.” 

This procedure also applied to the Women’s Camp, as is attested by a 
document I transcribe:**° 

“Women’s Camp, CC AU IT 


Birkenau, 20 Oct. 1944. 
Certificate. 
Today the transport [of] ...1,000... female inmates were fully clothed with: 
Dress, shirt, pants, coat, shoes and socks handed over for transport to 
Hochweiler. 
Properly taken over: The camp leader: 
(illegible signature) (illegible signature) 
The transport leader Head Supervisor.” 


236 ISD, 82346497. 


C. MATTOGNO : POLITICS OF SLAVE LABOR 111 


Three pages of the 1940 clothing department’s register are known. It is a 
handwritten list divided into 14 columns, with the heading “Clothing certif- 
icate for inmates transferred on 10 Dec. 1940 to Dachau”; the first three 
columns concern the inmates’ personal data (“Last name”, “First Name” 
and “Inmate No. “), the other ten show the clothing items issued to them 
(“linen jacket,” “linen trousers,” etc.).777 This register, which recorded out- 
going inmates, was different from the one compiled in the Zentralsauna, in 
which incoming inmates were noted. 

Picking up the thread of the discourse interrupted by this digression, 
new arrivals were counted before entering the Zentralsauna, inside it and 
after leaving it, after which some inmates were tattooed and registered, 
while others were sent to the transit camp (but no witnesses speak of this, 
or rather no reference to it appears in the excerpts of the testimonies pre- 
sented by Teresa Swiebocka). 

Therefore, if Leo Glaser worked as a foreman at the clothing depart- 
ment (but he was not named by any of the above-mentioned inmates who 
worked there), the figures on his list came from the registrations made in 
the typing room. It can be ruled out that he had taken “these records” on 
his own initiative. It is possible that he merely copied clandestinely the 
figures noted in the book that “was kept of the arrival of inmates at the 
bathing facility,” which must have been an “admissions books,” as did the 
compilers of the transport lists already known, which I will deal with im- 
mediately. 

It is also possible that the compiler of the list was Hans Eisenschimmel, 
who according to the witness Jézef Wenland was foreman of the typing 
room in 1944.*78 He was from Vienna, and may have handed the list to Leo 
Glaser, who in August 1945 was living precisely in Vienna. 

There remains no doubt, however, that the list could only have come 
from the typing room, and this is a guarantee of authenticity. The fact that 
it records only male transports can be explained by the fact that, as 
Wiadystaw Szydtowski reported, a female clothing room run by female 
inmates was established in May 1944, which evidently had a different rec- 
ord than the male one. 

In a protocol dated Krakow, 16 December 1946, Investigating Judge 
Jan Sehn transcribed and analyzed the following lists of transports and reg- 
istration numbers, which were later used by Czech in compiling her 
Auschwitz Chronicle: 


237 A barely legible reproduction of the document appeared in Auschwitz Studies, No. 28. 
Auschwitz-Birkenau State Museum, Auschwitz, 2018, pp. 242-245. 

238 Hermann Langbein confirmed that “Eisenschimmel was employed in the inmate-effects 
department.” Langbein, p. 44. 
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a. 2,377 male transports from 20 May 1940 to 18 September 1944 with 
the associated assignment of registration numbers 1-199531; 

b. 1,046 female transports from 26 February 1942 to 26 March 1944 with 
the related assignment of registration numbers 1-75697;7° 

c. 78 RSHA*”’ male Jewish transports from 13 May to 24 August 1944 
with the related assignment of registration numbers A-1/A-20,000; 

d. 60 RSHA male Jewish transports from 31 July to 21 September 1944 
with the related assignment of registration numbers B-1/B-10481; 

e. 90 RSHA female Jewish transports from 15 May to 20 September 1944 
with the related assignment of registration numbers A-1/A-25378; 

f. 171 transports of educational inmates (inmates sent to the camp for 
“reeducation”) from 21 October 1941 to 10 September 1944 with the 
corresponding assignment of matriculation numbers E-1/E-9,339."4! 

Lists a) and b) are the “Transport Lists,” which were in the records of the 

Political Department. They were clandestinely copied in a summarizing 

format by inmates of that office under the direction of Kazimierz Smolen. 

Lists (c) and (d) together constitute the “Lists of Transports of Jews.” 
They were similarly copied clandestinely and in a summarizing format 
from records of the Political Department, although it is not known by 
whom and under what circumstances. 

Another important document is the “Quarantine List” of Camp Section 
Blla, clandestinely compiled by inmate Otto Wolken.” 

Added to these lists is the Glaser List. As for its veracity, it should first 
be noted that the starting and ending dates of the transports coincide exact- 
ly with those of the women’s “Lists of Transports of Jews” (15 May to 20 
September 1944),”° and almost exactly with those of the men’s list (13 
May to 21 September ),”“4 which can hardly be accidental. Comparison of 
the Glaser List on the one hand, the “Quarantine List,” the “Lists of Trans- 
ports of Jews,” and the “Transport Lists” on the other, shows that in many 
cases the figures recorded are perfectly equal. In the following table, I re- 
port the most significant coincidences. 


239 These lists were forwarded by K. Smolen on 16 December 1947 to the U.S. Counsel for 
War Crimes, and became the document NOK W-2824. 

240 Transports of Jews organized by the Reichssicherheitshauptamt. 

41 AGK, NTN, 95, pp. 12f. The protocol runs from p. 12 to p. 123. 

242 Quaranténe-Liste 1944. APMO, D-Aull-3/1, Inventory No. 29739. 

243 APMO, Ruch oporu, Vol. XXc. D-RO/123, pp. 15-19. 

24 ibid., pp. 20-22. 
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Table 1.17: Comparison of Glaser List with other Similar Lists 


Quarantine List” 
Glaser List List of Transports of Jews 
Transport Lists (Smolen’s List) 
d/m/44 | _ # (Nationality d/m/44|  # (Reg. Nos. 
20/5 19 |Poles 20/5 19 | 188041—18805974° 
24/5 288 |Russians 24/5 288 188089-188376 
1/6 277 |Russians 2/6 277 188589—188865 
16/6 9 [Italian Jews 16/6 9 A-14298-14306 
16/6 12 |German Jews 16/6 12 A-14307-14318 
30/6 180 (Italian Jews 1/7 180 | A-15677-15856 
TT 44 |Russian PoWs 1/7 44 R-11574-11617 
28/7 | 463 (Polish Jews 28/7 463 | A-17954—-18416 
30/7 | 1,298 |Polish Jews 30/7 | 1,298 | A-18647—-19944747 
3/8 398 |French Jews 3/8 398 B-3673-39637*8 
1/8 129 |Polish Jews 1/8 129 B-2774—-2902 
(children) 
11/8 16 |Polish Jews 11/8 16 B-5676—5689 
16/8 346 |Greek Jews 17/8 346 B-7159-—7504 
17/8 8  |Croatian Jews from 17/8 8 B-7505-—7512 
Lodz 
17/8 10 |Polish Jews from 17/8 10 B-7517—7521, 
Kattowitz 192897 
5/9 | 258 |Dutch Jews from 5/9 | 258 | B-9108-938574° 
Amsterdam 


In one case, the numerical difference is only one inmate. This is the 
transport of Polish Jews from Blizyn, for which the Glaser List gives 1,616 
deportees, while the Quarantine List has 1,615, with registration numbers 
B-1160 through 2773. 

In one case, the Glaser List is more precise than the Quarantine List. On 
3 August 1944, the former lists has “6 It.[alian] Jews” and “10 various 
Jews” as separate entries, while the second presents the total number of 16 
with the indication “various It.[alian] Triest” and registration numbers 
190708 through 190713, plus A-19952 through 19961. 

These matches show that the Glaser List was compiled on the basis of 
official camp records, so it must be considered reliable. It contains various 
records of registered detainees, but also many records that do not appear in 
+45 Data without reference were taken from the Quarantine List. 

46 Smolen List, Manner, p. 9. Sammeltransport. 
247 Liste der Judentransporte, Manner, p. 17. The transport’s origin was “Radom.” 


248 ibid., p. 18. The origin was “Fr.[ance],”. 
249 ibid., p. 19. The origin was “Holl.[and].” 
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the three aforementioned lists, all of which refer to registered detainees. It 
follows that the Glaser list, as a whole, covers, cumulatively, both matricu- 
lated inmates and those who were sent to the Birkenau without having been 
previously registered. However, there is one important exception, which 
will be set out later. With regard to the completeness of the data, it should 
be considered that, in the spring-summer of 1944, during the period of the 
greatest influx of deportees within 1944, the men admitted to the camp 
were made to pass not only through the Zentralsauna, but also through the 
disinfestation facility of the Gypsy Camp, which also had its own clothing 
department (State Museum..., Vol. 2, pp. 1576f.). The inmates then re- 
mained there for some time. This is evident from various testimonies. In 
particular, Jenéd Vamosi stated (Piper 2019, p. 174): 
“IT came to Auschwitz in the second transport from the [ghetto in — F. P.] 
Kecskemet. We departed on Sunday, and on Thursday (around June 29, 
1944) our transport reached Konzentrationslager Auschwitz-Birkenau. ... 
They took us from the unloading ramp in the Birkenau camp to the former 
Gypsy camp. There, we were registered. I got camp number A-17193, 
which was tattooed on me... . I was at the Gypsy camp briefly.” 
It cannot be ruled out that inmates who were not registered also passed 
through this facility. This can be inferred from Alfred Galewski’s account 
(ibid., p. 140): 
“As early as May 1944, Hungarian Jews came to the Gypsy camp, and in 
such numbers that there was nowhere for them to sleep and they had to 
sleep on the floor. More than 1,000 Hungarians lived in one block. Only af- 
ter the liquidation of the Gypsy camp, that is, on August 2, 1944, was there 
more room. These Hungarians were only in the camp temporarily, howev- 
er, because after a short stay they were sent to Hungary for labor, or were 
used for the coal mines in Silesia. Only those Hungarian Jews fit for work 
were placed in the Gypsy camp.” 
Kazimierz Smolen confirmed this fact, albeit misrepresenting it childishly 
(ibid., p. 94): 
“It happened more than once that the gas chambers were so full that no 
more people could be poisoned. Then male Hungarian Jews were sent to 
the Gypsy camp, while women marked for the gas were placed in a special 
camp segment that was completely unfinished, that is segment III (Bauab- 
schnitt III). We called this segment Meksyk [Mexico], and the women there 
were not registered at all or designated with numbers.” 
The figures for unregistered inmates admitted to the camp are considerable, 
and contrast starkly with the propaganda of the immediate postwar period, 
which claimed that Jews deported from Hungary to Auschwitz were for the 
most part exterminated. As outlined earlier, this propaganda was still in 
vogue in 1964, since D. Czech then considered all Hungarian Jewish in- 
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mates who had been sent without registration to the Transit Camp to have 
been “gassed.” Georges Wellers had inferred from this fact that the Hun- 
garian Jews allegedly gassed at Auschwitz numbered nearly 410,000. 

In the following table, I compare the data from the List of Transports of 
Jews (registered inmates; 148 entries) with those from the Glaser List (142 
entries). 


Table 1.18: Comparison of the Transports of Jews with the Glaser List 


d/m/1944 | Reg. Inmates Reg. Nos. Inmates of Glaser List 


18/5 


33 


19/5 


507 


20/5, 


992 


21/5 


556 


22/5, 


487 


22/5, 


575 


24/5, 


499 


24/5 


470 


25/5 


528 
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d/m/1944 


Reg. Inmates 


Inmates of Glaser List 


26/5, 


27/5, 


500 


441 


28/5, 


455 


28/5, 


282 


28/5 


155 


30/5 


31/5 


170 


466 


1/6 


426 


2/6 


11 


A-12080—12090 


620 


2/6 


419 


3/6 


497 


3/6 


363 
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d/m/1944 


Reg. Inmates 


Inmates of Glaser List 


6/6 


441 


7/6 


269 


8/6 


138 


10/6 


166 


12/6 


13/6 


162 


15/6 


203 


A-14095—14297 


172 


15/6 


620 


17/6 


10 


A-14319-14328 


195 


17/6 


120 


A-14949_-15068 


207 


27/6 


215 


29/6 


150 


A-15069-15218 


206 
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d/m/1944 | Reg. Inmates Reg. Nos. Inmates of Glaser List 


3/7 500 A-16037—16536 / 


WT 3 A-17458—17460 219 


8/7 / 356 


9/7 10 A-17500—17509 259 


10/7 / 299 


Totals: 12,549 in 148 entries 51,829 (142 entries) 


If the Glaser List recorded all Jews admitted to the camp, it should always 
contain figures equal or greater than those containing only registered in- 
mates. For example, on 17 May, this list shows 247 inmates admitted to the 
camp, while the list of registered inmates has only 19, so (247 — 19 =) 228 
inmates were sent to the Transit Camp, and precisely 19 were matriculated. 
However, the Glaser List has conspicuous anomalies that cast doubt on this 
interpretation: in seven cases (in bold in Table 18) the number of registered 
inmates is higher than the number of those admitted to the camp, as shown 
in the following table: 
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Table 1.19: Anomalies in the Glaser List 
Date Registered | Glaser List | Missing 
22 May 2,007 1,901 106 


7 June 


17 June 320 190 130 


5 July 17 0 17 
Totals: 7,225 3,680 3,545 


Therefore, of 7,225 registered inmates, the Glaser List contains only 3,680, 
while 3,545 were not included. From this fact, it can be inferred that the 
Glaser List refers exclusively to inmates sent to the Transit Camp, which 
implies that the Hungarian Jews admitted to the camp were altogether at 
least (12,549 + 51,829 =) 64,378. This is confirmed by the verification I 
present in the next chapter. 


1.8. An External Verification of the Glaser List 


On 22 August 1944, a member of the underground resistance movement at 
Auschwitz, operating under the pseudonym “Urban,” compiled detailed 
statistics of the camp’s occupancy relating to the situation on the 21st. In 
the relevant table, the occupancy is given by camp and by inmate category. 
The total number of inmates was 104,891, broken down as follows:?°° 

Auschwitz I: 15,9747! 

Auschwitz I: 19,424 

Auschwitz III: 30,539 

FKL (= Frauenkonzentrationslager, Women’s Camp): 38,95 
These figures can be considered reliable, as they are reflected in the only 
possible documentary verification: according to the statistical report “La- 
bor Deployment” of 21 August 1944, the occupancy of the Birkenau Camp 
was 19,468 inmates,**? a figure virtually identical to the one given above. 


4 252 


250 AGK, NTN, 155, p. 115. 

251 “15971” in the original due to an addition error. 
252 “39934” in the original due to an addition error. 
23 APMO, D-Aull-3a/39, p. 71. 
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“Urban” mentions the presence in the Auschwitz complex of 11,821 
registered Hungarian male Jews (3,881 at Auschwitz I and 7,940 at 
Auschwitz IID, and another 16,187 Hungarian female Jews registered in 
the Women’s Camp at Auschwitz II (Birkenau). In total, therefore, there 
were 28,008 registered Hungarian Jews (male and female) in Auschwitz on 
21 August 1944. 

From the “List of Transports of Jews” (see Attachment 1),** which 
contains only the records for the number series “A” and “B,” it appears that 
up to 21 August 1944, 13,374 male and 15,127 female Hungarian Jews 
were registered, a total of 28,501 persons. However, Hungarian Jews were 
also registered in the ordinary number series. In fact, from the two trans- 
ports of Jews that left Hungary on 29 April 1944, 486 men (186645- 
187130) and 616 women (76385-76459 and 80000-80540) were registered 
at Auschwitz on 2 May, but these inmates were transferred “to work places 
in Upper Silesia” (Gerlach/Aly, p. 274), some of them also to Gross-Rosen 
Camp.” Therefore, on 21 August 1944, they were not part of the Hungari- 
an Jewish inmate force, and “Urban’s” total figure of 28,008 in his report is 
reliable. 

“Urban’s” report adds: 

“In Birkenau, in addition to the [detainees] mentioned above, there are 

currently about 30,000 unregistered Hungarian Jews destined for gassing. 

This figure is variable. [...] 

To this must be added the variable figure of ‘passing-through’ inmates, at 

this time 30,000 Hungarian Jews.” 

The data set forth above make it possible to establish the following situa- 
tion regarding Hungarian Jews/Jewesses on 21 August 1944: 


256 


— present in the camp: ~ 28,000 
— transferred to other camps by 21 August 1944: ~ 63,700 
— unregistered, present in the Transit Camp: ~ 30,000 

Total: 121,700 


254 APMO, D-RO/123. 

255 A list of inmates transferred from Wiistegiersdorf, a Gross-Rosen subcamp, compiled 
after the war, also contains the heading “Admission date at Gross-Rosen Camp.” This 
list contains the names and registration numbers of 25 Hungarian Jews who were trans- 
ferred to this camp “early May 1944”. In three cases (inmate nos. 33691, 33789 and 
34384) it is specified that the inmate had arrived “on 1 May 1944 at Auschwitz-Birkenau 
Camp.” ISD, 150809-150822. 

256 AGK, NTN, 155, pp. 95f. Right after the war, former inmate Seweryna Szmaglewska 
wrote: “In July [1944], the maximum number [of Jews] in Sector ‘c’ and Mexico 
amounted to 42,000” (Szmaglewska, p. 234). 
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Total inmates present in the camp and transferred (28,000 + 63,700), in- 
cluding (11,821 + 36,600 ~) 48,400 men and (16,187 + 27,100 ~) 43,300 
women. 

As for female inmates, on 21 August 1944, there were 16,187 registered 
Hungarian Jewesses in the Auschwitz-Birkenau complex; up to 21 August, 
some 27,100 had been transferred to other camps. On 2 October, 17,202 
“transit Jews,””*’ undoubtedly Hungarian Jewesses,”** were registered, but 
this does not mean that the “Transit Camp” was abolished or even merely 
emptied. The series of occupancy reports of the Women’s Camp’ and 
“Labor Deployment of the Birkenau Women’s Camp” continue to carry the 
section “transit Jews” (and related changes in occupancy) even after 2 Oc- 
tober 1944.7 In particular, on 24 October, the “Occupancy Report” rec- 
orded the admission of 1,765 “transferred transit Jews,”*°! and so did the 
next day’s report of the “Labor Deployment of the Birkenau Women’s 
Camp” (“Transit Jews — admissions 1,765”).7 

Danuta Czech attempted to explain this set of registrations by assuming 
the arrival of a transport from Ptaszow that never existed, as I documented 
in another study (Mattogno 2022, pp. 272f.). On the other hand, by the end 
of October 1944, the exceptional situation that had prompted the camp au- 
thorities to establish the transit camp no longer existed, so the most reason- 
able explanation is that the admission of “transit Jews” after 2 October 
originated in the registration of Jews that had been lodged without registra- 
tion in the for quite some time, which explains, even bureaucratically, their 
qualification as “transit Jews.” 

This explanation is corroborated by the fact that, even in November 
1944, the camp still contained unregistered detainees, as reflected in vari- 


ous documents: 


— An untattooed Hungarian Jewish female inmate (untéit.) °° 


— An untattooed Polish Jewish female inmate (wntéit.).7~ 
— One untattooed Polish Jewish female inmate (untdt.): Robiczek Ma- 


ria. 


257 APMO, Starkemeldung AulI-FKL, sygn. D-AII-3a, p. 53a. 

258 Tn addition to the Hungarian Jewesses, Jewesses from the Lédz Ghetto were also sent to 
the transit camp. See Chapters 2.8 and 2.11 of Part Two. 

259 APMO, Stirkemeldung Aull-FKL, D-Aull-3a, p. 62a. 

260 APMO, D-Aull-3a/1a-14c, p. 352c. The correct term would have been 
Durchgangsjiidinnen — transit Jewesses. 

261 APMO, Stirkemeldung AulI-FKL, D-Aull-3a, p. 70a 

62 APMO, D-Aull-3a/la-14c, p. 362c. 

263 Frauen-Lager, KL. Au. II Abteilung III/a. Birkenau, den 20.11.44. Transportliste. Uber- 
stellung nach KL. Buchenwald AL. Geraétebau GmbH Mihlhausen/Thiir. ISD, 5289149. 

264 Idem., Transportliste. Uberstellungen nach KL. Flossenbiirg, AL Metallwerke Hol- 
leichen. ISD, 129637271. 
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— Three untattooed (untdt.) Hungarian Jewish female inmates.” 

— Most female inmates with series “A” numbers (273 inmates), 23 female 
inmates with ordinary series numbers, and four untattooed (untdtow.) 
Hungarian Jewish female inmates.** 

— 23 female inmates have ordinary series numbers, 277 A-series numbers, 
and four have no numbers (untétow.”).°° 


It can also be added that, among the Hungarian Jewish female inmates who 
remained in Auschwitz, at least 21, who had arrived in Auschwitz between 
May and July 1944, were registered after 19 October,” so they necessarily 
came from the transit camp. 

In this regard, one can add the testimony of the aforementioned Gabor 
Hirsch, who was deported from Békéscsaba on 26 June 1944, and arrived 
in Auschwitz on the 29th. After passing the “selection,” he was sent to the 
Zentralsauna along with other Hungarian Jews (Hirsch, pp. 31f., 43): 

“The majority of the deportees were not tattooed upon arrival at the camp. 

Only the ones selected for the work Kommando or sent to a sub-camp be- 

longing to the Auschwitz complex were tattooed, the rest were registered 

later in the camp and had a linen patch with their number sewn on to their 
pants and jackets. The untattooed prisoners were held in camp as so-called 
depot prisoners and served as a reserve workforce for other concentration 
camps. The unregistered and untattooed prisoners, including myself, were 
distributed into sub-camps at Birkenau, the younger ones, doctors, and 
some well-educated prisoners were sent to the Gypsy-family-camp. [...] 

Because of the large number of new arrivals, the Hungarian youth was al- 

so quartered in this sub-camp. It became my place of residence for a long 

time.” 
He stayed for five months in the Gypsy Camp, meaning Camp Sections 
Blla and BIId, then became ill and was admitted to the hospital camp 
(BIIf), where he was finally tattooed with the number B-14781. 

Between 22 August and 2 October, at least the following Hungarian 
Jewesses were transferred away from Auschwitz: 


265 Idem., Transportliste. Uberstellungen nach KL. Flossenbiirg, AL Framowerke. Haini- 
ken/Sa. ISD, 129637274. 

266 Idem., Transportliste. Uberstellungen K.L. Flossenbiirg A.L. Bohemia Neurohl- 
gau/Karlsbad. ISD, 129637280. 

°67 Frauen-Lager KI. Au. II. Abteilung III/a. Birkenau den ... Nov. 44. Transportliste 300 
Haftlinge nach Lippstadt. ISD, 55289176, anche 12963726 1- 1296372. 

268 Idem., Transportliste. 300 Haftlinge nach Lippstadt. ISD, 12963726 1-129637266. 

269 Reg. nos.: A-27620, 27623, 27624, 27629, 27632, 27636, 27639, 27640, 27643, 27655, 
27660, 27665, 27688, 27701, 27772, 27775, 27776, 27789, 27791, 27845, 27857; Mat- 
togno 2023, Part 2, p. 112. The last number mentioned by Czech (25640) was issued on 
19 October 1944 (1990, p. 735). 
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— 400 to Neuengamme (Boizenburg) in the second half of August.” 


— 700 to Ravensbriick (Salzwedel) at the end of August.?”! 
— 100 to Neuengamme (Bremen-Uphusen) in August.” 

— 500 to Neuengamme (Liibberstedt) in August.”” 

— 1.620 to Natzweiler on 27 August.” 

— 500 to Buchenwald on 31 August.”” 

— 250 to Gross-Rosen on 12 September.””° 

— 100 to Flossenbiirg on 12 September.?”” 

— 1.000 to Buchenwald on 19 September.*”* 

— 200 to Gross-Rosen on 19 September.” 

— 84 to Gross-Rosen in September.”*° 


The total is about 5,454 women. 


270 Megargee, Part A, p. 1070. 

271 Megargee, Part B, p. 1170. 

2? ibid., p. 1101. 

273 ibid., p. 1157. 

274 Natzweiler, den 6.9.1944. Zugiinge vom 27.8.1944. Uberstellung von K.L. Auschwitz 
nach Arbeitslager Frankfurt/Main - Flughafen. Ung. Jiidinnen. ISD, 3139466-3139492. 
Incomplete list. These female inmates were later transferred back to Frankfurt-Walldorf 
and appear on another list of 1,660 female inmates. Frankfurt — Walldorf Jiidinnen. ISD, 
3139528-3139555. 

275 Abschrift. B. I.b. Birkenau, den 31.8.44. Ueberstellung. ISD, 129637195-129637204. 
Nachweis der 500 am 31.8.1944 vom Frauen-KL.-Birkenau nach dem Arb. - Kdo. Jun- 
kers, Markkleeberg bei Leipzig tiberstellten Jiidinnen. ISD, 495506-495513, and 
5288885-5288902. Nachtrag zur Ueberstellungsliste vom 31.8.44. der 500 weibl. Haft- 
linge (ungar. Jiidinnen aus Auschwitz). ISD, 495514-495518. Female inmates registered 
in the “A” series (mostly from 18000 to 23000, non-consecutive numbers). There were 
998 Hungarian Jewesses in Markkleeberg on 16 August 1944, but it is unknown whether 
they were transferred there from Auschwitz directly or via Buchenwald. ISD, Erfassung 
der weiblichen Haftlinge laut dortiger Verfiigung vom 16.8.44. ISD, 495542-495561. 

276 F.A.L. Ober-Hohenelbe. Fa. Lorenz A.G. Frauenlager Auschwitz Abt. II. Auschwitz, 
den 12.1X.1944. Transportliste iiber 250 Jiidinnen. ISD, 149121-149125. One Polish and 
two French Jewesses; registration numbers 60231-60300 and 61701-61880. 

271 I. Transport vom 12.9.1944. Transportliste iiber jiidische Haftlinge von Auschwitz nach 
K.L. Flossenbiirg. ISD, 129637206-129637207. Female inmates registered in the “A” se- 
ries (from 17000 to 23000, non-consecutive numbers). 

278 Politische Abteilung. Weimar-Buchenwald, den 19. Sept. 1944. Neuzugiinge vom 19. 
Sept. 1944. 1000 weibl. Haftlinge von KL. Auschwitz nach AuBenkdo Hess. Lichtenau. 
(Jiidinnen). Politische Ungarinnen (Jiidinnen). ISD, 495524-495540; and 5288977- 
5288996. 

279 §S-Kommando Trautenau. Parschnitz 270. Namentliche Liste der vom K.L. Auschwitz 
am 19.9.44. an die Fa. Laske Liebau iiberstellten Jiidinnen. ISD, 149187-149188, regis- 
tration numbers 59801-59850. 
Idem, Namentliche Liste der vom K.L. Auschwitz an die Firma Wendt Liebau iiber- 
stellten Jiidinnen (19.9.). ISD, 149194; registration numbers 59851-59900. 
Idem, Namentliche Liste der vom K.L. Auschwitz am 19.9.44. an die Fa. Nordland Lie- 
bau iiberstellten Jiidinnen. ISD, 149190-149191; registration numbers 59901-60000. 

280 Registration numbers 50144-50227. Konieczny, p. 60. 


124 C. MATTOGNO: POLITICS OF SLAVE LABOR 


How many of these were from the transit camp? 

Another message from the Auschwitz resistance gives the “Camp occu- 
pancy of 2 September 1944.”?*! It lists the occupancy in detail by camp 
(Auschwitz I, I, I, FKL) and by nationality, with the distinction between 
Jews and non-Jews. There were 11,725 Hungarian male and 16,169 female 
Jews, or 18 fewer than on 21 August. Consequently, the transfers of Hun- 
garian Jews from 22 August to 1 September — a total of 3,820 inmates — 
could only have come from the transit camp. Assuming this figure, the 
number of Hungarian female Jews admitted to the camp was: 16,187 + 
27,100 + 17,200 + 3,820 = approximately 64,300. 

From this, it can be deduced that the 30,000 Hungarian Jews lodged in 
the transit camp on 22 August 1944 were about (17,200 + 3,820 =) 21,000 
women and about 9,000 men. 

The above figure (64,300) is fully congruent with that of the male list, 
64,378 inmates. 

This result is supported by four pieces of evidence: 

1. In the telegram of 24 May 1944 mentioned earlier, Pohl communi- 
cated to Himmler: 

“The first transports of Jews from Hungary indicate that women account 

for about 50 percent of the working Jews.” 

The compilation presented here resulted in about 128,700 Jews admitted to 
the camp, of whom precisely 50 percent were men and 50 percent women. 

2. The order of magnitude of the total number is confirmed by Jerzy 
Skotnicki’s statement that up to the first ten days of July,”** when the de- 
portation of Jews from Hungary had ended, about 130,000 inmates had 
passed through the Zentralsauna, hence precisely Hungarian Jews. 

3. The order of magnitude of the number of inmates is also confirmed 
by S. Rachwatowa’s statement mentioned earlier, according to which 
70,000 Jews were received in Camp Section HI nicknamed “Mexico” (i.e., 
in the Birkenau Transit Camp). 

4. The total figure corresponds to 30 to 33% of deportees fit for work. 

I quoted von Thadden’s report of 25 May 1944 earlier, which mentions 
a percentage of about 33 percent. The next day, he prepared another report, 
in which he noted:7*? 

“According to the findings so far, about 1/3 of the deported Jews are fit for 

work. Immediately after arriving at the Auschwitz collection camp, they are 

distributed among the offices of Gauleiter Sauckel, the OT, etc.” 


281 AGK, NTN, 155, p. 133. 

282 He mistakenly mentioned early June instead of mid-May as the starting point for the 
deportations. 

283 Nuremberg Document NG-2190. 
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The proportion of 1/3 deportees fit for work mentioned by von Thadden is 
confirmed by Kaltenbrunner’s letter to SS Brigadefiihrer Blaschke dated 
30 June 1944 regarding Hungarian Jews deported to Strasshof, Austria. 
Kaltenbrunner wrote:**4 

“According to previous experience, it is estimated that about 30% (in the 

present case about 3,600) of these transports will be Jews fit for work, 

[agai 
Rudolf Héss also stated during his trial that the percentage of Hungarian 
Jews fit for work at Auschwitz was 30 percent (Mattogno 2020b, p. 305). 

The total figure of those admitted to the camp is precisely equivalent to 
(128,700 + 410,993 =) 31.3% of the total number of deportees sent to 
Auschwitz. 

The total calculated above (121,700 admitted to the camp) represents 
94.5% of the latter number (128,700), so, overall, the two figures corrobo- 
rate each other; the difference of 7,000 people is attributable to transports 
from Auschwitz that are not included in the list set out earlier, which is 
inevitably incomplete. 


kK OK 


It is obvious that the Glaser List, from the orthodox perspective, is central 
to the calculation of the alleged gassing victims among the Hungarian 
Jews, but also among those deported from the Litzmannstadt (Lodz) Ghet- 
to, as I will show in Part Two. 

Rudolf Héss claimed in his very first “confession” — the handwritten 
statement of 14 March 1946 — that 400,000 Hungarian Jews had been ex- 
terminated in Auschwitz (Mattogno 2020b, pp. 33, 303). He maintained 
this figure in all subsequent interrogations until his trial. He gave very 
questionable statistics of Jews allegedly exterminated, listing victim num- 
bers by country of origin. These numbers are best known from his “Notes” 
written while in a prison in Krakow, resulting in a total of 1,130,000 
Auschwitz victims (Broszat, p. 167). Significant in this regard is the fact 
that Franciszek Piper, in his 1993 study of the number of Auschwitz vic- 
tims, carefully avoided giving figures by nationality. 

Braham wrote in this regard (1981, Vol. 2, p. 676): 

“As a result of this application of science and technology, about 400,000 

Hungarian Jews were killed by this conveyor-belt system of mass murder in 

Auschwitz during the summer of 1944.” 

From the orthodox Holocaust perspective, the number of alleged gassing 
victims among the Jews deported from Hungary would instead be (408,347 
— 128,700 =) about 279,650. 


284 IMT Document PS-3803. 
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No longer able to cover up the existence of the Glaser List, the Ausch- 
witz Museum finally decided in 2022 to mention the it in passing. In an 
article on the Museum’s official website, Piotr Setkiewicz mentioned it as 
follows with obvious embarrassment (Setkiewicz 2022): 

“From recently discovered documents (the notes of a Kapo from the Birke- 

nau clothing warehouse) we also know that as a result of the selections of 

transports from Hungary the SS sent 52,000 Jewish men to the camp, and it 
might be presumed that a similar number of Jewish women were also sent 
to the camp. This would mean that some 325- to 330,000 Hungarian Jews 
were killed in the gas chambers directly after their arrival at Auschwitz. Of 
those who remained, 25- to 30,000 were registered in the camp and given 
prisoner numbers, some 25,000 (primarily women) died in the transit 

camps or became victims of so-called ‘secondary selections’, and some 45- 

to 50,000 were transported to camps in Germany.” (Emphases added) 

In fact, however, the “recently discovered documents” were discovered in 
2002, hence twenty years earlier. Furthermore, the alleged 25,000 victims 
of the Transit Camp due to “secondary selection” are mere figments of 
Setkiewicz’s imagination, while the figure of those transferred from 
Auschwitz is much higher, as I documented earlier. 


1.9. Selection Criteria for Deportees Fit for Work 


In Auschwitz, the criteria for selecting those fit for work were very elastic. 
On 14 August 1944, 300 Hungarian Jews were registered from the Birke- 
nau Transit Camp with numbers B-5860 through B-6159, and were sent to 
work in the Trzebinia oil refinery.**° Another 101 Hungarian Jews were 
registered on 15 September with numbers B-10072 through B-10172, and 
sent to the same refinery.**° 

These inmates belonged to the following age groups: 


85 AGK, NTN, 145, pp. 82-92 (list of names). 
286 ibid., pp. 92-95. See Appendix, Table 1 III. 


C. MATTOGNO : POLITICS OF SLAVE LABOR 127 


Table 1.20: Ages of Deportees “Fit for Work” 
Age 14 August | 15 September 
_ 14 (born 1930) 9 0 


61 —68 
Totals: 300 101 


On 3 July, 174 Hungarian Jews from the Transit Cap were registered (reg. 
nos. A-15857 through A-16030); the relevant list of names contains two 
children aged 11 and 8: Leszlo Leszlauer, born in Budapest on 2 March 
1933, registration number A-15952, and Isnac Herskowitz, born in Cza- 
nahosz on 4 February 1936, registration number A-15922.°%’ 

The report dated 26 June 1944, cited earlier, mentions for 1 July 1944 
the transfer of 450 Hungarian boys from Camp Section BIId to the Quaran- 
tine Camp (Section BIla). The boys sent to Trzebinia were probably part of 
this group. 

Finally, the 578 Hungarian Jews who were in Auschwitz when the So- 
viets arrived were distributed as listed among the following age groups:7** 
1 to 10 years old: 29 
11 to 14 years old: 52 
15 to 49 years old: 433 
50 to 60 years old: 50 
61 to 70 years old: 9 
71 to 79 years old: 3 
unknown age: 2 


Unlike the adults, the children were mostly twins.”* 


87 ROD, c(21.23)31, list nos. 1866 and 1836. 

288 GARF, 7021-108-26, pp. 1-16; 108-22/23. 

289 See in this regard the interesting article by Jean-Marie Boisdefeu “A propos des jumeux 
d’ Auschwitz” (Etudes Révisionnistes, vol. 1, pp. 257-267), in which the author, on the 
basis of an original method of calculation-but carried out in my opinion with insufficient 
data, comes to the conclusion that about 118,500 Hungarian Jews were deported to 
Auschwitz. 
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Historian Szita Szabolcs, among other things the author of a detailed 
study on the Hungarian Jews deported to Strasshof, gives the following age 
groups of 16,600 deported to this Austrian camp (Szabolcs 1991, p. 97): 


Table 1.21: Age-Group Distribution of Hun- 

garian Jews deported to Strasshof 
Age Group Male Female 
0-2 200 250 


> 31 years [sic] 
Totals: 7,300 


There is no doubt that Strasshof is a case in point. What is important to 
note, however, is the fact that inmates in Austria who were theoretically 
unfit for work were also assigned to labor employment. The author pub- 
lishes a letter from the “Technical emergency assistance. Office Bad 
Voslau” to the “BdS and Security Service, Special Deployment Unit for 
Hungarian Jews, External Unit Vienna II.” It contains a list of 42 Hungari- 
an Jews employed “in the construction of a foundation (tunnel) for the SS 
infirmary since 1 October 1944.” The information continues as follows 
(ibid., p. 93): 

“These Jews came from the Strasshof Camp and have worked in Klein- 

Mariazell and Bernhof after the storm disaster and in the construction of 

makeshift homes.” 
These were therefore actual workers. The list includes 13 Jews over the age 
of 70, one of 15, one of 13, on of 10, one of 8, and one of 4 years of age. 
The oldest, Arnold Singer, born 28 March 1868, was 76 years old; the 
youngest, Agnes Anisfeld, born 31 August 1940, was 4 years old. 

Although at Auschwitz the unregistered Hungarian Jews were housed in 
the Transit Camp under primitive conditions — because the camp admin- 
istration was unprepared to accommodate such a mass of people — the SS 
not only did not “gas” sick deportees, but treated them, even with surgery. 
The 28 June 1944 report cited earlier contains the following list of the 
medical treatment of these Hungarian Jews:*”” 

“Treatment of the sick: 

During the reporting period, 3138 inmates treated in the outpatient clinic. 

Of which: 


290 GARF, 7021-108-32, p. 76. See Doc. 2a. 
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Surgical cases 1426 Scabies 62 Infectious diseases: 
Diarrhea 327 Pneumonia 75 Scarlet fever 2) 
Constipation 253 Influenza 136 Mumps 16 
Angina 79 Intertrigo 268 measles 5 
Diabetes mellitus 4 various erysipelas 5 
Heart failure 25 other 449” 


1.10. The Impossible Extermination of Hungarian 
Jews Unfit for Work 


With the present state of knowledge, it cannot be established with docu- 
ments, and thus with certainty, what the fate of the Hungarian Jews was 
who were deemed unfit for work. However, based on the actual capacity of 
the Birkenau cremation facilities (Mattogno/Deana; Mattogno 2020a) and 
on U.S. and British air-force aerial photographs from the spring and sum- 
mer of 1944, I have demonstrated in various studies that Hungarian Jews 
unfit for work were not — and could not have been — “gassed” and cremated 
upon arrival (Rudolf/Mattogno, pp. 174-179; Mattogno 2016a & b). This is 
therefore a certain and documented fact. It is furthermore confirmed by the 
photographs collected in the Auschwitz Album (Freyer/Pressac), which 
were taken by SS photographers Bernhard Walter and Ernst Hofmann on 
26 May 1944. 

This issue is of great importance and requires proper investigation, not 
least because these photographs have been commented on in detail by Stef- 
an H6érdler, Christoph Kreutzmiiller and Tal Bruttmann in their book men- 
tioned earlier. 

First, several photographs show that, while deportees fit for work left 
all their luggage on the platform, those deemed unfit kept a light luggage 
consisting of backpacks, bags and various containers. Particularly telling 
are photographs 6 on p. 51, 163 on p. 185 (where those unfit for work, 
mostly children, even carry two large pots and pans), 165 on p. 187, 169 on 
p. 191, and 171 on p. 191 (see Photos 1-5). The photographs also show that 
those categorized as unfit for work stopped in the grove by the pond locat- 
ed east of Crematorium IV (the “birch forest”). Photograph 174 on p. 194 
shows in the foreground an elderly man about to descend the small slope of 
the pond’s bank to draw water from it with a metal container (see Photo 6). 

Why were those unfit for work sent to the “gas chambers” with bags, 
backpacks, pots and pans? 
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Hordler et al. report these photographs,””’ but without even asking this 
simple question. 

It is clear from the photographs that those selected as unfit for work 
walked along the camp’s main road (“Lagerstrasse”) that lined the railway 
tracks all the way to the end, past Crematoria II and IU, then turned right 
along “Ring Road” (“Ringstrasse”), passed between the central disinfesta- 
tion plant (Zentralsauna) and the inmate-effects storage area (Effektenla- 
ger), passed the west side of Crematorium IV, turned right and reached the 
grove by the pond. 

Particularly important in this regard are photos 152 and 153 on p. 176 
and 177 (see Photos 7f.), in which a group of women and children is por- 
trayed. In the background of photo 152, the east wing of Crematorium II 
appears, and in photo 153 the courtyard gate and part of the western fence 
of the same crematorium. From this it can be inferred that photo 153 
chronologically precedes 152, since the people were proceeding from east 
to west, and in photo 152 they were 25-30 meters further along the road. 

Hordler et al. report these two photos equally in reverse and comment 
on them in a rather fanciful way. According to them, the women with chil- 
dren portrayed in them 

“had been on their way to Crematorium II and were now diverted. Proba- 

bly they were supposed to wait there. Perhaps a work detail or a truck had 

to pass, or the gas chamber still had to be prepared. Many people had 

stood here before them. The grass had long since been trampled.” (ibid., p. 

269; the two photos are numbered 148 and 134.) 

These are mere conjectures unsupported by any evidence. The people in 
question were not “on their way to Crematorium II,” but toward the afore- 
mentioned grove. There is nothing to suggest that they were stopping in “in 
a small free area” (ibid.; which, after all, did not exist”””), waiting for “a 
work detail or a truck” to pass. At most, they had stopped for a moment on 
the photographer’s orders. The claim that “Many people had stood here 
before them” is also completely unfounded, while the final sentence, “The 
grass had long since been trampled,” is inexplicable, since in neither photo 
is the ground visible. 

And here is the specific commentary on the second photograph (H6rdler 
et al. 2020, p. 270): 


29! Hordler et al. 2020, pp. 143, 147, 211, Photo 16; p. 150, Photo 19; p. 154, Photo 4; p. 
212, Photo 4 and 17; p. 122, Photo 129, 130 and 131. 

2 According to the two air photos taken on 31 May 1944, the Lagerstrasse, about 10 me- 
ters wide, ran along the fence of Crematorium II at a distance of about 5 meters. From its 
northern limit to about 5 meters from the fence of Crematorium III was a wide strip of 
land about 50 meters wide. The distance between the two crematorium gates was about 
70 meters. 
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“Hofmann stood in direct view of Crematorium III, directly in front of the 

quasi-identical Crematorium II, where the women would very soon be 

murdered (photo 134).”’ 
Therefore, the women and children who appear in the two photos were 
purportedly gassed shortly thereafter in Crematorium II! An astonishing 
deduction, considering that the courtyard gates of Crematorium II and III 
were opposite each other, but in photo 152 (148 for the three authors), the 
gate of Crematorium III is visible in the right margin of the picture, so that 
the deportees photographed had already passed the gate of Crematorium I, 
rather than walked through it. 

By this puerile subterfuge, Hérdler and colleagues attempt to explain a 
fact inexplicable from an orthodox viewpoint: granted that many photos 
show those selected as unfit for work standing in the grove by Crematoria 
IV and V, but none (except the two mentioned above) depict them in corre- 
lation with Crematoria IT and III (and less so in the area of the “Bunker 2”). 
From this, one must conclude that they were intended for gassing inside 
Crematoria IV and V. But these notoriously had a (presumed) extermina- 
tion and (real) cremation capacity far lower than that of Crematoria II and 
ILI. If that was so, then why, at a time of a very large influx of people (al- 
legedly) destined for the “gas chambers,” were Crematoria II and III not 
used? 

This issue is closely related to the fundamental issue of the activity of 
the crematoria and the alleged incineration pits. Photos in the Auschwitz 
Album show all the chimneys of the crematoria (Crematoria II-III: Photo 6 
on p. 51, 7 on p. 53 [see Photo 9], 17 on p. 63; Crematoria IV-V: Photo 99 
on p. 131, 125 on p. 155 [see Photo 10]). None of them were smoking. 
They were therefore inactive. In the orthodox perspective, as expressed by 
Honey/Baxter, 10,745 Jews had been gassed the day before, on 25 May.” 
Even if one were to take seriously the “official” cremation capacity of 
4,416 bodies within 24 hours for the four crematoria at Birkenau (Cremato- 
ria II-III: 1,440 each; IV-V: 768 each; ibid., p. 30) — but this claimed ca- 
pacity was four times the actual capacity — then they would have had to 
operate continuously for more than 58 hours, hence for two days and 10 
hours. This would have made it essential to use the alleged incineration pits 
(to which I will return later). This in turn means that, within 24 hours, 
4,416 bodies would have been cremated in the crematoria, and 6,329 in the 
incineration pits. 


293 The Auschwitz arrival dates given for the transport from UZhorod are 25 and 26 May 
1944; the first date is in accordance with the Glaser List, based on which the alleged 
2,264 gassing victims are also calculated; the other date is based on testimonies. 
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Why then does none of the crematorium chimneys emit smoke in the 
photographs published in the Auschwitz Album? 

Hordler et al. do not answer this question either. In particular, regarding 
the photo with the best resolution, showing in the background the chim- 
neys of Crematoria II and II — not smoking, but with the top edge black- 
ened by soot — their only concern is to show “that the ramp was not part of 
the protective-custody camp as such,” and to highlight this, they diligently 
circle five details, but ignore the chimneys of the crematoria, which are 
exactly above two of the encircled details! (ibid., p. 154, Photo 4) 

Yet already in 1989, Danuta Czech had written in her entry for 16 May 
1944 (Czech 1989, p. 776; here from 1990, p. 627; emphasis added): 

“The first long block arrest for prisoners is ordered in Auschwitz II. Three 

freight trains arrive on the track connection; they are the first RSHA trans- 

ports of Hungarian Jews. The arriving Jews are ordered to unload their 

luggage; thereafter they are to stand in rows of five and are led in the di- 

rection of the crematoriums. From this night on the chimneys of the crema- 


d 


toriums begin to smoke.’ 
This annotation, based on witness accounts, practically summarizes the 
statements made by Wanda Szaynoka on 12 September 1945; in particular, 
the witness asserted:7”4 

“Tam convinced that the majority of them were gassed and then cremated, 

because from that night on, all the crematorium chimneys began to smoke 

almost nonstop.” 
Another source mentioned by Czech is Otto Wolken’s statement that “Day 
and night, the 4 chimneys of the crematoria smoked” (see below). 

As mentioned earlier, this issue is closely related to that of the incinera- 
tion pits, which, in the orthodox perspective, must necessarily appear in air 
photos of Birkenau, and must necessarily be adequate in size and number 
to the number of bodies purportedly cremated. 

Hordler et al. publish a “air photo of the South-African Air Force of 
Auschwitz Il (Birkenau), 31 May 1944’?°° on which they labelled various 
installations (within the camp: Crematoria II and II, “Kanada II” 
(Effektenlager). Zentralsauna, Crematoria IV and V), with the exception of 
“Bunker 2.” The corresponding caption states (HOrdler et al. 2020, p. 24 
[photo] and 25 [comment]): 

“The murder facilities extended along the entire western length, and are 

visible on the air photo to the left of the construction sections mentioned 


254 AGK, NTN, 87, Vol. 5, p. 94. 

295 Correct reference: National Archives, Washington, Mission 60 PRS/462 60 SQ, Expo- 
sure 3056. There is also another photo (Exposure 3055) that includes a larger section of 
land to the west of the camp. In this image, the area of the alleged “Bunker 2” is well 
centered (in the other, it appears in the upper [west] margin). 
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above. The two largest gas chambers (Crematorium II and IIl) were direct- 

ly connected to the new ramp, while the two smaller ones (IV and V) were 

located in a grove about one kilometer away from Crematorium Ill. Behind 

Crematorium V, the SS had dug several incineration pits for the ‘Hungary 

Program.’ The smoke rising there is visible in the air photo. 

Adjacent to Crematoria IV and V was the effects camp ‘Canada II’ with 30 

barracks, and the so-called Zentralsauna. New concentration camp prison- 

ers were registered there. Outside the barbed wire fence, 200 meters west 
of the ‘Zentralsauna’, was ‘Bunker II.’ The converted former farmhouse 
was one of Birkenau’s first two gas chambers, and was used again for the 

‘Hungary Program.’ Incineration pits are also visible as dark spots in its 

perimeter. Those cremation pits can also be seen in two of the four photos 

that Alberto Errera had secretly taken in the crematorium area a few weeks 

earlier. NARA, RG 373, Records of the Defense Intelligence Agency, 1920- 

2006, National Archives Identifier 305987. ”’ 

The reference to alleged “several incineration pits” behind Crematorium V 
is purely imaginary: in the two photos of 31 May 1944, only one smolder- 
ing site (“The smoke rising there”) is seen, to whose surface area I will 
return later. 

The claim that in the area of the alleged “Bunker 2” “Incineration pits 
are also visible as dark spots in its perimeter” is so flimsy that the authors 
thought it appropriate not to point out to the inexperienced reader the loca- 
tion of “Bunker 2,” which, in the photograph they reproduce, is also indis- 
tinct. 

Hordler et al. mention the four crematoria at Birkenau, but are careful 
not to point out that none of their chimneys smoke. 

Before ascertaining what is actually seen in the two air photos of 31 
May 1944, it is necessary to establish what should be seen there from the 
orthodox Holocaust perspective. 

In this regard, it is essential to remember that, in the orthodox perspec- 
tive, the “incineration pits” were prepared specifically for the cremation of 
the allegedly gassed Hungarian Jews, that is, for the surplus of bodies that 
could not be cremated in the crematoria. Since the Auschwitz commandant 
knew the overall deportation plan, and knew that the crematoria could not 
cope with the influx of deportees, the “incineration pits” had to be ready in 
adequate quantity and size from the arrival of the first transport on 16 May 
1944. 

For this reason, they form the fundamental and indispensable basis of 
the Holocaust narrative, without which it would fatally collapse. 

In the immediate postwar period, the story of the immense open-air 
cremations was described in grossly hyperbolic terms. Worthy of note, as 
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significant examples, are three eloquent testimonies. In 1946, Mikldés 
Nyiszli wrote the following in his memoir “I Was Dr. Mengele’s Medical 
Anatomist at the Auschwitz Crematorium” (Nyiszli 1946, p. 59; translation 
in Mattogno 2020c, p. 57): 
“We start off in the direction of the thickly billowing, dense, black column 
of smoke. Everyone whom misfortune has brought to this place sees this 
column of smoke. It is visible from every part of the camp. The terrified 
gaze of all who descend from the wagons and line up for selection immedi- 
ately falls upon it. It was visible every hour of the day and night. During 
the day it covered the sky above the Birkenau woods like a dense cloud; at 
night it lit up the surroundings as if it were the flames of hell.” 
A former Russian prisoner of war, Pavel Lukich Gavrish, who escaped 
from Auschwitz on 6 May 1944, stated in a “SMERSH” Report of 8 Sep- 
tember 1944:7°° 
“The pyres [Kocmpoi: kostry| burned day and night, day and night the 
smoke and stench of burning human bodies burdened the camp.” 
Otto Wolken drafted, among other things, a short report whose titles trans- 
lates to “Camp Images,” which contains the paragraph “The Fate of the 
Hungarian Jews.” Here he wrote:*”” 
“At the end of May 1944, the first transports of Hungarian Jews arrived. 
[...] Soon it turned out that the capacity of the crematoria and gas cham- 
bers was not sufficient to process the material. [...] Pits were dug and cov- 
ered with tarpaulins to serve as temporary gas chambers, and 2 huge pits 
were dug to burn the corpses in the open air. Day and night, the 4 chim- 
neys'*°8] of the crematoria smoked, day and night, a thick smoke from the 
incineration pits lay over the camp, and at night, the sky was colored glow- 
ing red for miles around.” 
When Holocaust historiography was confronted with the question of incin- 
eration pits beyond this crass propaganda, it realized the insurmountable 
difficulties involved: all the details concerning these pits came in fact from 
“eyewitnesses.” However, they blatantly contradicted one other on the 


296 Apnxus Yiipasnenuu OCB Poccuu no Omcxoii o6nacru (Arkhiv Upravlenii FSB Rossii 
po Omskoj oblasti, Archives of the General Security Service of the Omsk Region). 
Scans of the original document published without indication of the background online at: 
http://www.fsb.ru/fsb/history/archival_material/Gavrish.htm. SMERSH is an acronym 
for smert shpionam, death to spies; the Soviet counterintelligence organization. 

297 AGK, NTN, 88 (Vol. 6 of the Trial against Members of the Auschwitz Camp administra- 
tion), p. 45, 

298 The four crematoria at Birkenau notoriously had six chimneys altogether, because Crem- 
atoria IV and V each had two. 
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number, location, size and cremation capacity of the claimed incineration 
pits.°”” 

For this reason, no historian has ever dared to undertake a serious study 
of this burning issue, including the Auschwitz Museum. The consequence 
of this is that, even in the specialized Holocaust literature, this fundamental 
topic is treated with bewildering superficiality. Even Franciszek Piper is 
extremely guarded in this regard in the Auschwitz Museum’s opus mag- 
num. He was careful not to say anything specific in it (Diugoborski/Piper 
2000, Vol. 3, p. 143): 

“In May 1944, during the killing of the Hungarian Jews, it [Bunker 2] was 

put back into operation. Several new burning pits were dug and a new bar- 

racks for undressing constructed at that time.” 

“[...] Crematorium V, where corpses were also burned in the open air” 

(ibid., p. 164) 

“These [doors of Crematorium V] served for airing out the gas chambers 

and for removing bodies that were to be burned in open-air pits.” (ibid., p. 

168) 

Hordler ef al. mention incineration pits many times, but they are equally 
cautious. In the photo caption cited earlier, they merely mention “several 
incineration pits” (Crematorium V) and “incineration pits” (“Bunker 2”). 
Even in the book’s main text, they avoid giving any details. 

It is worthwhile noting how they were described over the years by his- 
torians of the Auschwitz Museum. A 1971 publication devoted to the man- 
uscripts of the men of the Sonderkommando shows Birkenau Plan No. 
1991 dated 17 February 1943, in which the major sites are indicated by 
numbers. In the north courtyard of Crematorium V, “the area of the crema- 
tion pits” (teren doléw spaleniskowych) is indicated by a strip about 170 
meters long and about 12 meters wide, with two extensions at either end of 
about 35 meters in the direction of the crematorium, marked No. 12.°”° In 
another German-language book from 1997 about the “confessions” of Ru- 
dolf Héss, Pery Broad and Johann Paul Kremer, the same map appears 
with the same numerical indications, but here No. 12, indicating “area with 
incineration pits,” is at the northwestern corner of the aforementioned 
courtyard, and the previous strip has disappeared.*”! 


29 Mattogno 2016a, Chapter 4, “Testimonies Concerning the Incineration Trenches,” pp. 
17-28, where I examine and compare the relative statements by (self-proclaimed) former 
members of the “Sonderkommando” H. Tauber, H. Mandelbaum, S. Jankowski, S. 
Dragon, S. Bendel, M. Nyiszli, D. Paisikovic, J. Rosenblum, F. Miiller, J. Sackar, S. 
Chasan, J. Gabai, S. Venezia. 

300 Bezwinska/Czech 1971, insert between pages 64 and 65. The same map is also included 
in Bezwinska/Czech 1974, insert between pages 128 and 129. See Doc. 5. 

301 Bezwinska/Czech 1997, insert between pages 96 and 97; the map is not included in the 
1984 English edition. 
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Volume 3 of the Auschwitz Museum’s 5-volume series on the general 
history of Auschwitz, which was written entirely by Franciszek Piper and 
is devoted to the alleged exterminations, neither contains an air photo of 
Birkenau from 1944, nor any map showing the various sites of the camp. 
However, it does contain a reproduction of one of the two clandestinely 
taken ground photos mentioned earlier by Hérdler et al,. presumably de- 
picting “The burning of corpses in the open air near Crematorium V.”°° 

In 2011, in an impressive mental and historiographical regression, Piotr 
Setkiewicz reverted to the conception of the 1970s. In fact, in a work de- 
voted specifically to the crematoria and alleged gas chambers at Ausch- 
witz, he presented a plan of the Birkenau Camp in which the “Places where 
the corpses of the victims were burned in the open air” are represented by a 
long rectangular strip running at right angles parallel to the entire north and 
west sides of Crematorium V! 

In addition, two rectangular areas in the vicinity of the “little white 
house” (C2: “Bunker 2”; Setkiewicz 2011, p. 25) indicate several incinera- 
tion pits, but these are two of the three cleared and flattened areas that I 
have labeled with Nos. 2, 3, and 4 in Photo 12a, on two of which (Nos. 3 
and 4) two barracks can be seen in air photos of 26 June and later!*° 

In the text, aimed at disproportionately inflating the cremation capacity 
of the Birkenau crematoria, incineration pits are an utterly marginal topic. 
The Polish historian writes in this regard (Setkiewicz 2011, p. 21): 

“On the other hand, during periods when very high numbers of transports 

were arriving (for instance from the Dgabrowa Basin, Lodz, or Hungary), 

significant numbers of corpses were burned in pits that had, in practical 
terms, unlimited capacity — that is, the SS could order new pits to be dug as 
needed. [...] Expense and reliability notwithstanding, the crematoria in 

Auschwitz and Birkenau turned out to be an effective means of burning the 

remains of almost a million victims.°™! More than the burning pits, they 


3° Dtugoborski/Piper 2000, Vol. 3, insert between pp. 112 and 113. 

33 Mattogno 2016b, Subchapter 9.3, “‘The undressing Barracks’ of ‘Bunker 2’,” pp. 192- 
194. 

304 This is pure technical nonsense. The refractory masonry of the Topf cremation furnaces 
could endure a maximum of about 2,000 cremations, after which it had to be completely 
replaced. However, the documentation of the Central Construction Office in Auschwitz, 
which makes it possible to reconstruct all the orders it placed with the Topf Company, 
categorically rules out the replacement of the refractory masonry of even one of the 46 
muffles in the crematoria at Birkenau. It follows that these could have supported a max- 
imum of about (46 x 2,000 =) 92,000 cremations, and that 1,000,000 cremations would 
have required the total replacement of the refractory masonry of all muffles (1,000,000 + 
92,000 =) ten to eleven times! my previously cited article "An Accountant Poses as 
Cremation Expert," in: Rudolf/Mattogno, pp. 145-150; Mattogno 2019, pp. 268-270; 
Mattogno 2020a, pp. 168-171; Mattogno/Deana, pp. 348-350. 
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have also become the symbol of the tragedy of the Holocaust, the greatest 

tragedy that humanity has so far experienced.” 

This is also a convenient excuse for not dealing seriously with the incinera- 
tion pits. 

In 2019, F. Piper published the same map, with identical indication re- 
garding Crematorium V, but here, the two “burning pits” of “Bunker 2” 
have disappeared (Piper 2019, p. 55). In the text, on the other hand, any 
reference to pits near Crematorium V has disappeared. F. Piper writes in 
this regard (ibid., p. 28): 

“Sometimes, during peak periods of arriving transports, up to 8,000 corps- 

es per day were burned in these crematoria. In order to achieve such a ca- 

pacity, the cremation process was abbreviated and unburned bones were 
removed from the furnaces to be mechanically ground into powder.®°! 

This was done, for example, during the liquidation of the ghettos of Sosno- 

wiec, Bedzin, and Lodz and at the time of the annihilation of Hungarian 

Jews.” 

He also reproduced the air photo of 31 May 1944 (Exposure 3056) and a 
photo from the Auschwitz Album (No. 6, my Photo 1), but without the 
slightest reference to the smokeless crematorium chimneys or even the tiny 
smoking area near Crematorium V (ibid., pp. 387, 389). 

It is clear that the Auschwitz Museum is not the least bit interested in 
these basic aspects of the alleged Jewish extermination. On the contrary, it 
intentionally omits everything that is at odds with its historiographical 
dogmas, beginning with the very testimonies it invokes, as the following 
example shows. 

Piper refers to a “Deposition by former SS man Erich Mussfeldt, super- 
visor of crematoria in the camp, on the functioning and operation of the gas 
chambers and crematoria in Birkenau” (ibid., pp. 114f.) which contains 
excerpts from the interrogation protocol of former SS Oberscharfiihrer 
Erich Mussfeld dated 19 August 1947. In 1944, he was transferred back 
from Lublin-Majdanek to Auschwitz, where he served from the end of 
May to mid-August and, for 14 days, directed cremations in Crematoria II 
and III (which he called I and II). Piper quotes his “confessions” about the 
alleged gassing of Hungarian Jews (Mussfeldt, like Héss, also fully adopt- 
ed the “truth” of Polish propaganda), but omits an essential part of the in- 


305 This alleged procedure is technical nonsense. In the Topf furnaces, the main combustion 
took place in the muffle; when it was sufficiently advanced, the remnants (the “unburnt 
bones’’) fell through openings of the muffle grate into the ash chamber below, where 
they continued to burn. In the meantime, another body could be introduced into the muf- 
fle that had thus been freed. It is obvious that the extraction of “unburnt bones” from the 
ash chamber would in no way have shortened the duration of the main combustion and 
thus the cremation process. 
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terrogation. After “It was therefore a matter of saving Zykon.” (end of p. 
114), the text continues as follows:*” 

“During these 14 days in Crematoria I and IT, 4 gassings were carried out 

[W czasie tych 14 dni przeprowadzono w krematoriach li II 4 gazowania]. 

These gassings were carried out at night, when I was in the barracks; the 

two front halves of the gas chambers®™ were full only twice. The crema- 

tion of the contents of such a [front] half of a chamber took about a day 
and a half |pottora dnia). I believe that altogether during my service there, 
in Crematories I and II, 10,000 to 12,000 corpses were cremated [spalono 

10 — 12 tysiecy zwtok].” 

Therefore, during a period of eight weeks (from 16 May to 11 July 1944), 
when some 313,800 Hungarian Jews were allegedly gassed and cremated 
(according to Honey/Baxter), Mussfeldt claimed that within two of those 
weeks only 10,000 to 12,000 bodies were cremated in Crematoria II and 
in 

Piper claims that the alleged gas chambers in Crematoria II and III 
could each hold 2,000 people (Dtugoborski/Piper 2000, Vol. 3, p. 169); 
Mussfeld stated that the cremation of 1,000 bodies (those in the “front 
half’) took one and a half days, so the capacity of these crematoria was 
(1,000 + 1.5 =) less than 700 bodies per day. 

Therefore, Mussfeld downgraded the claimed mass extermination of the 
Hungarian Jews to a relatively small affair, or to express it with the words 
of Robert Faurisson — coined in 1989 to describe Jean-Claude Pressac’s 
down-sized extermination theses — to “bricolage et ‘gazouillages. ”*” This 
is the obvious reason why Piper omitted this passage. 

For the analysis of the air photos, the accounts of two important “eye- 
witnesses,” the self-proclaimed former Sonderkommando members Filip 
Miiller and Dov Paisikovic, can be taken as a testimonial point of refer- 
ence. I have dealt with both in great detail in another study, in which I ex- 
tensively quoted and analyzed their statements (Mattogno 2021a, esp. pp. 
115-131, 144-146). Here, I merely summarize my conclusions. 


30 AGK, NTN, 144, pp. 86f. 

307 Erich Mussfeld had accepted witness accounts claiming a subdivision of the alleged gas 
chambers into two parts. 

308 Mussfeldt did not know the term “Bunker 2” (or of “Bunker V” or “5”: see below). For 
him, there was only a cottage (chafupa) where transports that arrived during the day 
were gassed and cremated in pits (przy doatch [dotach]). This was also the case for 
Crematoria IV and V, where cremation was also carried out “in open pits” (w otwartych 
dotach); AGK, NTN, 144, pp. 83f. It is clear that in this regard he knew nothing, and on- 
ly echoed the tenets of black Jewish-Polish propaganda. 

309 The French expression, invented by J.-C. Pressac, denotes grossly improvised small- 
scale gassings. See Faurisson 1991, 2020. 
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In his 1979 book, Filip Miiller wrote that, at the beginning of May 
1944, SS Hauptscharfiihrer Otto Moll “ordered the excavation of five pits 
behind crematorium 5” and an unspecified number near “Bunker V.”?!° 
The first two measured 40-50 m x 8 m and 2 m deep. Around the middle of 
the month, the remaining three were dug, the dimensions of which Miiller 
did not indicate. However, in an interview granted to Claude Lanzmann in 
2010, he claimed that the five pits near Crematorium V measured about 40 
by 8 meters and were more than 2.5 meters deep. They were located 10-20 
meters from the building, and each one could cremate 1,200 to 1,400 
corpses within 24 hours. Therefore, there were five pits near Crematorium 
V with minimum dimensions of 40 by 8 meters. 

Miller further stated that at “Bunker V” “an additional four cremation 
pits were dug” (1979, p. 133). He told Lanzmann that 1,400 corpses could 
be cremated in each pit within 24 hours, from which it can be inferred that 
they were similar in size to those at Crematorium V. 

Dov Paisikovic made two statements in this regard, one given in Vienna 
on 17 October 1963, the other on 10 August 1964 to the Auschwitz Muse- 
um. In them, he recounted that he had worked at “Bunker V” or “Bunker 
5” for eight days, or, according to another statement, for two weeks, thus 
from 21 May to 28 May or 3 June. Hence, the alleged events he describes 
refer to exactly the same period as indicated by Miiller. 

According to Paisikovic, two incineration pits existed near the “Bun- 
ker,” 30 m long and either 6 or 10 m wide, one of which was burning. 

For Miiller, however, there were four incineration pits near “Bunker 2,” 
with minimum dimensions of 40 m x 8 m, hence a surface area of 320 
square meters each. Their total surface area would have amounted to at 
least 1,280 square meters. Hence, although both witnesses referred to the 
same period of time, their claims blatantly contradict each other. 

As far as historians are concerned, a typical example is given by Ger- 
man authors Eric Friedler, Barbara Siebert and Andreas Kilian. In a book 
on the Sonderkommando, they list the precise number, location and size of 
the alleged incineration pits near Crematorium V. On a map of Birkenau 
they drew, they show three of them (Friedler et al., pp. 414f.; see Doc. 6). 
In the text of the book, they state with regard to the alleged extermination 
of the Jews deported from Hungary (ibid., p. 184): 


310 “Bunker V” or “Bunker 5” was allegedly another name for “Bunker 2” in 1944. No wit- 
ness or historian has ever explained why the original designation was changed and why 
the illogical and incomprehensible number “V” (or 5) was adopted. It is in fact derived 
from another strand of Auschwitz black propaganda, according to which each of Crema- 
toria IV and V possessed four gas chambers named “Bunker I,” “Bunker II,” “Bunker 
I” and “Bunker IV.” Continuing the numbering from there leads to “Bunker V.” See 
Mattogno 2021b, pp. 363-366. 
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“Since it was clear from the outset that the capacity of the cremation fur- 
naces would not suffice for the expected quantity of corpses, Moll ordered 
the Sonderkommando inmates to dig two large cremation pits on the 
grounds of Crematorium IV [= V]. [...] Within a very short time, the in- 
mates — among them Filip Miiller — dug two pits about fifty meters long, 
eight meters wide and two meters deep. [...] A few weeks later — the mass 
extermination of the Hungarian Jews had already begun — the 
Sonderkommando inmates had to dig three more, smaller pits, each two 
meters deep, behind Crematorium IV. Two of these pits were about 10 me- 
ters long and 4 meters wide, the third measured thirty by five meters.” 

Hence, the following incineration pits existed: 

1. 50m x 8 m=400 m? 

2. 50m x 8 m=400 m? 

3. 10mx4m=40 m 

4. 10mx4m=40 m 

5. 30m x5 m= 150 m? 

in total 1,030 square meters. 

However, on the above-mentioned map, only three of these pits are 
drawn, and quite clumsily, because compared to the size of Crematorium V 
(67.5 m x 12.85 m), their dimensions do not correspond to any of those 
listed above. Their Pit No. | measures about 30 m x 10 m, No. 2 some 40 
m x 10 m, and No. 3 some 35 m x 10 m. 

Friedler et al. rely on Filip Miiller’s testimony and air photos of Birke- 
nau, but these radically contradict Miiller’s claims. Indifferent to this obvi- 
ous fact, they created a collage, in which they put together: 


—a distorted version of Miiller’s testimony, because they included Miil- 
ler’s first two incineration pits (with maximum dimensions 50 m x 8 
m), but omit the other three (of at least 40 m x 8 m); 

— two smoking areas from air photos with realistic sizes (10 m x 4 m), 
although these two areas never appear simultaneously in the same pho- 
tos; 

— finally, they added a pit of 30 m x 5 m, the source of which is unknown. 
Following Miiller, they also claim that four incineration pits were excavat- 
ed near “Bunker V” (ibid.), but they did not include them on their map. 

In contrast to this, as I will clarify later, Polish historians Igor Bartosik 
and Lukasz Martyniak claimed to have identified in the same area two in- 
cineration pits. 

That said, it must be determined what can actually be seen in the air 
photos. Photo 11 (Exposure 3056) shows the western part of the Birkenau 
Camp, where the area of the alleged “Bunker 2” and that of Crematorium 
V (which I have circled in Photo 11a) are clearly visible. 
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Photo 12 is an enlargement of the area of the alleged “Bunker 2.” The 
labels added to Photo 12a denote: 
ZS = Zentralsauna 
Z = Zaun, the camp’s fence 
1 = access road to the “Bunker 2” area from the Birkenau Camp. 
2 = area cleared of plant life and flattened 
3 = area cleared of plant life and flattened 
4 = area cleared of plant life and flattened 
Two buildings were later erected in areas 2 and 3. 
Z = fence southwest of the area of “Bunker 2.” 
B = alleged “Bunker 2,” a house with sides measuring 12 x 10 meters. 
5 & 6: 2 alleged incineration pits.*'' No. 5 measures about 15 x 5 meters, 
No. 6 about 20 x 5 meters. 


In the area of “Bunker 2” and along the road, there is no sign of human 
activity; no trucks or columns of people can be seen. Access to the area is 
prevented by a thick hedge (Z) blocking the road. The alleged incineration 
pits do not smoke. They do not even have sharp contours, and do not corre- 
spond to defined geometric objects, so there is nothing to indicate that they 
are man-made artifacts. 

Finally, the alleged undressing buildings are missing. In this regard, 
Miller wrote, again with reference to May 1944 (1979, p. 133): 

“The changing rooms were located in three wooden barracks [...] 
Paisikovic knew nothing about this, because he claimed that 

“the SS led people into the rooms of the little house. 300 people entered at 

a time, and for this reason there were about 8-10 SS [men]. ” 
The rest of the transport waited 700 meters away from the “Bunker,” to 
prevent them from hearing the screams of those being gassed.*!* This is a 
further contradiction to Miiller’s narrative. 

We must now examine the area of Crematorium V. 

Photo 13 is an enlargement of this area of Exposure 3056. In Photo 13a, 
I have added labels to important objects. Crematorium V measured about 
13 x 67.5 meters. Based on its length, it can be calculated that the area 
from which smoke rises, which was at the edge of the drainage ditch (G), 
was about 7 meters wide. The drainage ditch, about 5 meters wide, is clear- 
ly visible in a 1945 Polish photo (see Photo 15). The distance from the 
north side of the crematorium to the fence was about 30 meters, divided as 
follows: 


” 


31! According to the commentary on an air photo of the area around “Bunker 2” that appears 
in Bartosik/Martyniak, p. 26. 
312 Deposition of 10 August 1964. APMO, Zespét Oswiadczenia, Vol. 44, pp. 89f. 
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—at 17 meters: beginning of the smoking area; 

— at 24 meters: end of the smoking area and beginning of the drainage 
ditch; 

—at 29 meters: end of the drainage ditch; 

— In front of the fence was a strip of land about 1 meter wide. 


Photo 14 is an enlargement of Exposure 3055. In it, the smoking area is 
well demarcated by a square of about 7 x 7 meters (Photograph 14a). 

The only witness who marked the location of the alleged incineration 
pits on a map is Stanislaw Jankowski, in a report for the Auschwitz Muse- 
um compiled in 1985. According to Jankowski, there were two pits, each 
measured 20 x 2 meters, and located east of Crematorium V,313 in a place 
where no air photo ever shows any smoke (see Document 7). The number 
and size of the pits are furthermore in blatant contradiction to Miiller’s re- 
lated statements. 

In conclusion, the two air photos of 31 May 1944 clearly refute the con- 
tradictory testimonies of Miiller, Paisikovic and Jankowski, but also the 
claims of historians, beginning with Friedler, Siebert and Kilian. 

The claimed orthodox scenario can be gleaned from the list of gassing 
victims compiled by Honey and Baxter. According to this, some 126,700 
Jews were killed in Birkenau between 16 to 30 May 1944, hence within 15 
days. Even if assuming the insane cremation capacity of 4,416 bodies with- 
in 24 hours for the four Birkenau crematoria (and assuming that all four 
were in operation), these facilities could have incinerated only (4,416 x 15 
=) 66,240 bodies. The remaining (126.700 — 66.240 =) 60,460 bodies 
would have had to be disposed of in incineration pits, averaging (60,460 + 
15 =) about 4,030 per day. 

But in the two air photos taken on 31 May 1944, the only smoking area 
on the ground measures about 50 square meters. In terms of surface area, 
this is (2,280 + 50 =) about 57 times less than claimed by “eyewitness” 
Filip Miiller. If we stick to the cremation capacity he indicated (1,200 to 
1,400 bodies per pit), cremation of the (fictitious) surplus of 4,030 bodies 
per day would have required three incineration pits each measuring 40 x 8 
meters. 

In real terms, the cremation capacity of all Birkenau furnaces was about 
1,120 bodies per day (given the hypothetical presence of children’s bodies 
and a minimum daily maintenance break of three hours for cleaning the 
hearth grates; see Mattogno 2020a, esp. Chapter 11, pp. 82-100). However, 
in 1944, the furnaces of Crematorium IV were out of operation, which 
would have lowered the theoretical capacity to about 930 corpses per day. 


313 APMO, Zespét Oswiadczenia, Vol. 113. Sygn. OSwiadczenia/Fajnzylberg/2613, p. 6. 
See Doc. 7. 
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Therefore, these facilities could have cremated only some (930 x 15 =) 
13,950 bodies within 15 days. Hence, the surplus that had to be processed 
by the incineration pits would have been (126,700 — 13,950 =) 112.750 
bodies, averaging over 7,500 per day. This means that, on the two air pho- 
tos of 31 May 1944, we should see at least five incineration pits measuring 
40 x 8 meters in full action, meaning five times 320 square meters of burn- 
ing and smoking surfaces. Instead, we find only one tiny surface of some 
50 square meters that emits some smoke. 

This is the final confirmation of the legendary character of the incinera- 
tion pits, thus also and the immense extermination associated with them. 

All that remains, therefore, is to apply Sherlock Holmes’s famous max- 
im: 

“Once you eliminate the impossible, whatever remains, no matter how im- 

probable, must be the truth.” 

The case of the Hungarian Jews deported to Strasshof can perhaps give an 
idea of how they were accommodated. In the Lower-Danube District (Gau 
Niederdonau), these Jews were in fact scattered out among at least 175 
settlements, in which those unfit for work were also placed, and which 
were called “Family Camps” (“Familienlager’; Szabolcs 1991, p. 279). 
And at least until 22 June 1944, the front line in the northern sector of the 
Eastern Front was still east of the Narva-Opocka-Vitebsk-Bobrujsk line. 
Hence, much of the eastern territories, immensely larger than the Lower- 
Danube District, were still in the hands of the Germans. 

We need to keep in mind, however, that the Hungarian Jews were sent 
to many more locations. The aforementioned periodical Hirek az 
elhurcoltakror, listed 322 of them in alphabetical order in its Issue No. 5 of 
20 October 1945 (pp. 14f.): 


Admont (Salzburg) Auschwitz Bori (Pilsen) 
Ahlen (Hannover) Baden (Vienna) Boschitz (Prague) 
Allach (Munich) Bad Dirsdorf (Breslau) Brunswick 
Allendorf (Kassel) Badhall (Linz) Bresnitz (Pilsen) 
Altenberg (Breslau) Bad Warmbrunn (Gorlitz) Brieg (Breslau) 
Altenburg (Leipzig) Barth (Rostock) Bruck (Vienna) 
Alt Lomnitz (Breslau) Berga-Elster (Weimar) Buchenwald 


Althammer (Katowice) 


Bergen-Belsen 


Briinau (Nuremberg) 


Althejde Bad (Breslau) Berlin Buchenberg (Strassburg) 
Amstetten (Linz) Bernau (Berlin) Bunzlau (Breslau) 
Ampfing (Munich) Bernsdorf (Breslau) Biesdorf (Berlin) 
Ansbach (Nuremberg) Birkenau Bolkenheim (Breslau) 
Argenau (Bromberg) Blechhammer (Gleiwitz) Burggrafen (Dresden) 
Aschersleben (Magdeburg) Bobrek (Kattowitz) Burgau (Weimar) 
Aurolzmiinster (Linz) Boizenburg (Hamburg) Buchenau (Regensburg) 
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Guarantor (Cologne) 
Celle (Hannover) 
Chemnitz (Dresden) 
Cottbus (Berlin) 
Dachau 

Gdansk (= Danzig) 
Dielich (Kassel) 
Ditrich (Hannover) 
Dulich (Cologne) 
Doberlugk (Dresden) 
Dorla (Weimar) 
Dornach (Mauthausen) 
Dornbau (Breslau) 
Dornholz (Briinn) 
Dettum (Hildesheim) 
Donaueschingen (Frei- 
burg) 

Duderstadt (Kassel) 
Ebensee 

Eggenburg (Vienna) 
Erfurt (Weimar) 
Eilenburg (Leipzig) 
Eisenach (Kassel) 
Emmersdorf (Salzburg) 
Engerauf (Bratislava) 
Erlenbusch (Breslau) 
Eberau (Sopron) 
Eidelstedt (Hamburg) 
Eggenfelden (Passau) 
Eintrachthiitte (Kattowitz) 
Elbing (Danzig) 

Els (Vienna) 
Eilenburg (Breslau) 
Espenfeld (Weimar) 
Falkenberg (Breslau) 
Feldafing (Munich) 
Feldbach (Graz) 
Felixdorf (Wiener Neu- 
stadt) 

Flossenbiirg 

Forst (Berlin) 

Freiburg (Breslau) 
Freudenthal (Stuttgart) 
Friedland (Breslau) 
Frielendorf (Kassel) 
Fritzlar (Kassel) 
Fiinfeichen (Berlin) 
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Fiirstenberg (Berlin) 
Fiirstenstein (Breslau) 
Fiirstenwalde (Berlin) 
Fiissel (Insbruck) 
Fallersleben (Hannover) 
Fléssberg (Leipzig) 
Florisdorf (Vienna) 
Fehring (Graz) 

Fritzow (Stettin) 
Friedenberg (Danzig) 
Fiirstenfeld (Graz) 
Gablonz (Prague) 
Gardelegen (Hannover) 
Garmisch-Partenkirchen 
(Munich) 

Gera-Tinz (Weimar) 
Gifhorn (Hannover) 
Gorlitz (Breslau) 
Gostling (Linz) 

Grabow (Hamburg) 
Graslitz (Pilsen) 
Grehberg (Nuremberg) 
Grimma (Leipzig) 
Grossau (Wiener Neustadt) 
Gross-Rosen 

Griinau (Berlin) 
Gunskirchen (Linz) 
Gusen 

Gallspach (Linz) 
Geretsried (Munich) 
Gelsenkirchen (Cologne) 
Gelenau (Dresden) 
Germersdorf (Berlin) 
Gleinau (Breslau) 
Gleisdorf (Graz) 
Gloéwen (Hannover) 
Guben (Berlin) 
Grenzdorf (Reichenberg) 
Guttau (Hamburg) 
Hertime (Dresden) 
Harzebrock (Cologne) 
Haffkrug (Hamburg) 
Halberstadt (Magdeburg) 
Halle (Leipzig) 
Hartberg (Vienna) 
Helldorf (Bromberg) 
Herzbruck (Nuremberg) 


Hildesheim (Hannover) 
Hitzendorf (Graz) 
Hillersleben (Magdeburg) 
Hofkirchen (Regensburg) 
Horleischen [Holleischen] 
(Flossenbiirg) 
Hollenstein (Linz) 
Holleschau (Briinn) 
Homberg (Kassel) 
Hollenstein (Vienna) 
Horsching (Linz) 
Hutzenbach (Strassburg) 
Helmbrechts (Regensburg) 
Hundsfeld (Breslau) 
Horneburg (Cologne) 
Heilbrunn (Munich) 
Immendingen (Stuttgart) 
Itzehee (Hamburg) 
Iffeldorf (Munich) 
Jasewitz (Stettin) 
Kaltwasser (Breslau) 
(Berlin) 

Lenting (Munich) 
Malchow (Hamburg) 
Manetin (Pilsen) 
Mannheim (Nuremberg) 
Mardorf (Kassel) 
Mark[k]leeberg (Leipzig) 
Mattersburg (Sopron) 
Mauthausen 
Mecklenburg (Hamburg) 
Meerane (Weimar) 
Meinersenen (Hannover) 
Melk 

Merzdorf (Dresden) 
Mittelsteine (Briinn) 
Mittweida (Dresden) 
Monowitz 

Miihldorf (Munich) 
Mittenwald (Innsbruck) 
Mistelbach (Nuremberg) 
Miihldorf (Munich) 
Mettenheim (Mainz) 
Natzweiler 

Neuberg (Vienna) 
Neubrandenburg (Stettin) 
Neudérfl (Sopron) 
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Ne[u]nkirchen (Vienna) 
Neunburg (Nuremberg) 
Neuhaus (Hamburg) 
Neruppin (Hannover) 
Neustad (Hamburg) 
Neustadt (Koburg) 
Niederorschel (Kassel) 
Nordhausen 

Neustift (Innsbruck) 
Neuengamme 

Neusalz (Breslau) 
Niederoderwitz (Dresden) 
Oberaltstadt (Prague) 
Offenburg (Strassburg) 
Ohrdruf (Gotha) 
Parchim (Hamburg) 
Parschnitz (Prague) 
Penig (Chemnitz) 
Persenbeug (Linz) 
Peterswaldau (Breslau) 
Peuerbach (Linz) 
Pfaffroda (Weimar) 
Plan (Pilsen) 

Plaunen (Nuremberg) 
Plém (Hamburg) 
Prenzlau (Stettin) 
Pritzwalk (Hamburg) 
Purbach (Sopron) 
Penzing (Munich) 
Ravensbriick 
Regensburg 

Reichenau (Prague) 
Reichenbach (Breslau) 
Reinholzhain (Chemnitz) 


Reinickendorf (Berlin) 
Rentzsch-Miihle (Pilsen) 
Riesa (Leipzig) 

Rochlitz (Breslau) 
Sachsenhausen 

Sagan (Breslau) 
Salzwedel (Hamburg) 
Sauerbrunn (Wiener Neu- 
stadt) 
Sauferwassergraben (Bres- 
lau) 

Seeshaupt (Munich) 
Siegersdorf (Graz) 
Siemensstadt (Berlin) 
Simmeri[n]g (Vienna) 
Sondheim (Nuremberg) 
S6m[ml]erda (Leipzig) 
Sondhofen (Innsbruck) 
Schachendorf (Burgen- 
land) 

Schattendorf (Vienna) 
Schmiedmihlen (Nurem- 
berg) 

Schottenberg (Stettin) 
Schotterwerk (Breslau) 
Schénholz (Berlin) 
Schwandorf (Regensburg) 
Schatzlar (Reichenberg) 
Spandau (Berlin) 
Spre[m]berg (Dresden) 
Stadlau (Vienna) 
Stailtsch (Munich) 
Stolberg (Chemnitz) 
Stutthof 
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Strasshof 

Tauchau (Leipzig) 
Tannhausen: (Breslau) 
Teplitz-Schonau (Dresden) 
Theresienstadt 

Thorn (Danzig) 
Trautenau (Prague) 
Tiirkheim (Munich) 
Trobitz (Dresden) 
Tutzing (Munich) 
Unter-Thamenau (Briinn) 
Verl (Cologne) 
Waldenburg (Chemnitz) 
Walle [= Valy] (Prague) 
Wahlenburg (Munich) 
Warmbrunn (Dresden) 
Weisswasser (Breslau) 
Weitra (Linz) 
Wellendorf (Tropau) 
Wels (Linz) 

Werden (Bremen) 
Wernau (Cologne) 
Wittstock (Stettin) 
Wolfsberg (Breslau) 
Worischofen (Munich) 
Wurzen (Leipzig) 
Wiinschiendorf (Weimar) 
Wiistegi[e]rsdorf (Breslau) 
Ziegenheim [Ziegenhain] 
(Frankfurt) 

Znaim (Briinn) 

Zittau (Dresden) 
Zwickau (Weimar) 
Zwittau (Briinn) 


This is undoubtedly also where those unfit for work might have been sent, not 
excluding the still-occupied territories outside the Greater German Reich. 


Conclusions 


The deportation of Jews from Hungary to Auschwitz in May-July 1944 had 
the primary purpose of procuring a slave-labor force for the German arma- 
ments industry, particularly for the “Fighter Plane Construction Program.” 
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The initial agreement between the Third Reich and the Hungarian govern- 
ments was to send 100,000 Jewish workers to Germany, who were then de- 
ported to Auschwitz together with their families. Of the more than 430,000 
deportees, about one-third turned out to be fit for work, so that at least 
128,700 male and female Jews from Hungary were interned at the camp, and 
then transferred to a myriad of camps in Greater Germany to contribute to the 
German war effort. Therefore, the Auschwitz Camp served as a sorting center 
for Jewish labor, and this also applied to the Jews deported from the Lodz 
Ghetto. 

The documents contain no hint as to the fate of the deportees unfit for 
work. They moreover contain not even a veiled allusion to their alleged ex- 
termination. Instead, they show that the policy of the German government 
constantly and tenaciously aimed at seizing an increasing number of Jews who 
were fit for work, and that German officials made no effort to get their hands 
on as many Jews unfit for work as possible in order to kill them in the alleged 
“gas chambers” of Auschwitz. 

The photographs in the Auschwitz Album and the aerial photographs taken 
by the U.S.-American Air Force in May 1944 constitute convincing and ir- 
refutable proof of the fictitious nature of the claimed immense exterminations 
of Hungarian Jews at Auschwitz. 
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Part Two: 
The Evacuation 
of the Lodz Ghetto 
and the Deportations 


to Auschwitz (August 1944) 
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Introduction 


The Glaser List also provides detailed data regarding the admission to the 
Auschwitz Camp of Jews evacuated from the Lodz Ghetto in August 1944. 
The most accurate study on this subject is a 2005 book by Andrzej 
Strzelecki, historian of the Auschwitz Museum. It is titled The Deportation 
of Jews from the Lodz Ghetto to KL Auschwitz and Their Extermination. 
In the Introduction to the present work, I wrote that the Auschwitz Muse- 
um has deliberately ignored the Glaser List for 20 years. This is clear from 
the following observation by Strzelecki (2005, p. 9, footnotes 5): 

“In their book entitled Das letzte Kapitel: Realpolitik Ideologie und der 

Mord an den ungarischen Juden 1944/1945 (Stuttgart-Miinchen, 2002) 

Christian Gerlach and Gétz Aly concentrate chiefly on the background and 

execution of the deportation of Jews from Hungary to KL Auschwitz, but 

they do not examine in such detail the fate of those Hungarian Jews who 

were ‘deposited’ in the so-called ‘transit camp’ of KL Auschwitz. This sub- 

ject requires further research.” 
He learned from this book that the Yad Vashem Institute has a “Compila- 
tion of the transports /men/ arriving in Concentration Camp Auschwitz II 
Birkenau in the period from 16 May to 20 Sept. 1944, Lambach, 5 August 
1945. For the correctness: sgd. Leo Glaser, Director of the Insurance Insti- 
tute of the Austrian Federal States, Vienna.” Can we believe that he did not 
even have the curiosity to glance at a document with such a sensational 
title? Especially since he himself stated that the issue of the Birkenau 
Transit Camp “requires further research”? 

Strzelecki tried to fill this gap-or rather, omission-by analyzing the 
transports of Jews from the Lédz Ghetto who were directed from this 
Transit Camp to other camps or subcamps. 

Seven years later, in 2012, Strzelecki mentioned the Glaser List in pass- 
ing in No. 27 of the Zeszyty Oswiecimskie (Auschwitz Notebooks). Here, in 
the context of a 2011 review of a book by Gabor Hirsch, in which 
Strzelecki listed the evidence adduced by this former Hungarian deportee, 
he mentioned, 

“a transport list of male inmates of various nationalities who arrived at 

Auschwitz in the period from 16 May to 20 September 1944 (more precise- 

ly, a list of men interned at the camp as registered inmates by name or as 

inmates in storage®'*!) compiled in 1945 in Austria by former inmate Leo 


314 “wieznidw depozytowych,” term derived from the German term “Depot-Juden.” 
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Glaser on the basis of notes illegally made at the Auschwitz Camp. Dis- 

counting internet sources, this document was first published in G. Hirsch’s 

book (with the permission of the Yad Vashem Institute in Jerusalem, where 

it is preserved).”’ (Stzrelecki 2012, p. 323) 
As noted in Part One, the Glaser List was later published again by G. 
Hirsch, and then by I. Baxter (2022). By then, the Auschwitz Museum 
could no longer ignore it. Hence, in 2022, Piotr Setkiewicz was forced to 
mention it in the condescending way set out earlier, a mere reference with- 
out any hint of critical analysis. 

Before examining Strzelecki’s theses in the above-mentioned book, a 
brief historical background of the problem is necessary. 


2.1. The Lodz Ghetto 


The Lodz Ghetto (German: Litzmannstadt), second in importance after 
Warsaw, was established in February 1940. In the course of that year, it 
came to contain more than 160,000 Jews. Because of its huge production 
of items of all kinds, especially textiles, it soon became a vital economic 
center for the German economy. The percentage of Jews employed in labor 
was always very high. For example, in the period from 6 to 12 October 
1942, 74,735 Jews (32,571 men and 42,164 women)*> were working in the 
ghetto in 137 labor departments. This was almost 84 percent of a total pop- 
ulation of about 89,200.*'° In July 1944, this percentage exceeded 88 per- 
cent (see below, Chapter 2.3). 

Precisely because of its great economic importance, the Lodz Ghetto 
survived until 1944. It was evacuated only during the summer of that year 
due to the danger of the Soviet advance. 

A report prepared on 22 January 1944 by Max Horn, the CEO of Ostin- 
dustrie Ltd, describes the situation in the ghetto as follows. As of 11 Janu- 
ary 1944, it contained “80,062 Jews, 5,365 of them children under the age 
of 10.” The report continues:*”” 

“There are 99 factories in the Litzmannstadt Ghetto, in which 60,200 Jews 
[are working], namely. 


315 APE, PSZ, 180, pp. 75-78. 

316 The population of the ghetto during the aforementioned period ranged from 89,279 (7 
Oct. 1942) to 89,163 (12 Oct. 1942) people. Dabrowska/Dobroszycki, Vol. 2, pp. 485, 
491. 

317 ISD, Ordner Nr. 455. “Tgb.Nr. 16/44 g. 22. Januar 1944. Die Betriebe des Ghettos Litz- 
mannstadt und die Ostindustrie GmbH.” 
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5317 ... in the iron sector 
4463 ... in the wood sector 

11570 ... in the leather sector 

28754 ... in the textile sector 

10096 ... in other establishments. 

The number of workers in the factories varies between 5 and 1975, averag- 

ing around 600. The remaining Jews are accounted for by: 

(a) internal ghetto needs (fire department, order service, etc.) as well as 

preparation and construction of new workshops .... 13943 

b) children under 10 .. tbe tseceshantatattleas  3305P 181 

(c) temporary non- LeinpiOebb weghtce nese ctt .. 614. [...] 

The greater part of the onions is ldborsntensive: only some factories, 

for example weaving, are machine-intensive.”’ 

A report by the head of the statistical department dated 11 January 1944 
confirms the presence of 5,305 “children below 10 years of age” and 
74,758 adults. Therefore, the ghetto’s total population was 80,062 peo- 
ple." 

The last detailed figure regarding the ghetto’s population was dated 1 
March 1944. This is a “List of the ghetto population as of 1 March 1944, 
with approximate years of birth.” which is stamped “The Eldest of the 
Jews. Przelozony Starszenstwa Zydéw w Litzmannstadt [The Chief of the 
Jewish Eldest in Lodz]. Ch.[aim] Rumkowski.”*”° The original document 
gives a yearly breakdown of the birth year of men and women, plus the 
total, from 1858 to 1944. (See Table 2. in the Appendix.) In the following 
table, the data is grouped into 10 age brackets. 


Table 2.1: Age Distribution of the Lodz Ghetto’s Population 
Age Bracket Men Women Total 


ne to 8 Years 2,248 2,247 4,495 


From 21 to 30 Years 


From 41 to 50 Years 


From 61 to 70 Years 


From 81 to 86 Years 5 18 23 
Totals: 33,607 46,031 79,638 


318 | will address the age group of children later. 
319 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 20013, sygn. 1396, p. 405. 
320 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 21344, sygn. 29260, p. 392. 
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The report of the head of the statistical department of 2 March 1944 men- 
tions for the previous day the same occupancy: 79,638 people, including 
75,012 adults and 4,626 children.*?! On March 29, the total population was 
77,727, including 73,179 adults and 4,548 Children.*”” 

By May 1944, there were 96 departments of all kinds in the ghetto.*” 
The organizational structure of the ghetto was highly organized. At the top 
stood the “head of the ghetto administration,” to whom were directly sub- 
ordinate a deputy “responsible for the comprehensive labor deployment 
and material utilization,” and a deputy “responsible for overall acquisition 
and finances.” To them, either directly or through four subordinate offices 
(Labor procurement and material utilization / Financial management and 
central purchasing) were 21 departments: 

1) Head of Texile Department, 2) Wehrmacht procurement, 3) metal- 
goods fabrication, 4) sheet-metal-goods fabrication, 5) leather processing 
and saddlery manufacturing, 6) bookbinding, 7) cork processing, 8) broom- 
brush fabrication, 9) woodworking, 10) upholstery; in addition, directly 
subordinate, 12) management of transshipment Bluter Ring, 13) manage- 
ment of the department of transport insurance, 14), personnel office, 15) 
goods utilization, 15a) textile manufacturing, 16) central accounting, 17) 
accounting department, 18) management of purchasing department food, 
19) management of purchasing department additional commodities, 20) 
main registry, 21) management of transshipment Baluter Ring. 

Numerous subsections depended on these departments. 

According to orthodox Holocaust historiography, the evacuation of the 
Lodz Ghetto had two specific destinations: first the alleged extermination 
camp at Chetmno (German Kulmhof), where more than 7,000 Jews were 
presumably gassed, then the alleged extermination camp at Auschwitz, to 
which the rest of the Jews still present in the ghetto were sent, most of 
whom were allegedly likewise gassed. 


2.2. Judicial and Historiographic Background 


However, this version is the result of a historiographical development that 
began in the immediate postwar period. At least until the years 1946-1947, 


321 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 20013, sygn. 1396, p. 130. 

322 ibid., p. 13. 

323 APL, Mikr. Nr. 21289, sygn. 29205, pp. 23-25, “Aufstellung sémtlicher Abteilungen des 
Arbeits-Ressorts.” 
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Poles knew practically nothing about the deportation of Jews from the 
Lodz Ghetto to Auschwitz in August 1944. 

From 21 June to 9 July 1946, they staged a trial in Poznan against Artur 
Greiser, the former German district leader (Gauleiter) and Reich governor 
(Reichsstatthalter) of the Warthegau (Gtowna... 1946). In Section II/2, the 
indictment noted the defendant’s responsibility regarding the Lodz Ghetto, 
“from where [Jews] were gradually deported and killed — mostly in the gas 
chambers at the nearby execution camp Chelmno on Ner” (ibid., p. 13). In 
a chapter titled “The Extermination of the Jewish Population,” the relevant 
explanatory statement contains the following fleeting reference (ibid., p. 
38): 

“The final liquidation of the Lé6dz Ghetto follows in the summer of 1944. 
Transports are directed to the Auschwitz Camp for killing at Birkenau.”’ 
During the fourth session (24 June 1944) the case “The Lodz Ghetto and 
Greiser’s Responsibility” was dealt with (ibid., pp. 126-129), but without 

any reference to the August 1944 evacuation. 

During the eleventh session (2 July 1947), Hans Biebow, who had been 
head of the ghetto administration of the Litzmannstadt Ghetto, testified as a 
witness for the prosecution, but the questioning never touched on the 
above-mentioned topic. 

In the trial verdict (9 July 1946), the tribunal copied verbatim the short 
sentence from the indictment I quoted above (ibid., p. 405). In the grounds 
for the judgment, the judges considered eleven counts as established, 
among them (ibid., p. 415): 

“X. The total extermination of the Jewish population. 

XI. The atrocious execution camp for Jews at Chetmno on the Ner (Krema- 

torium) [sic]. ” 

Bibow had been arrested by the British. The extradition request by the 
Poles contained the following charge: 

“Chief of the administration of Ghetto in Lodz (took active part in murder- 

ing 200000 Jews in annihilation camp in Kulmhof).’3?4 
During the trial against Hans Biebow, which was staged in Lodz from 23- 
30 April 1947, the Polish judiciary knew virtually nothing about an alleged 
extermination of ghetto Jews at Auschwitz in August 1944. No witnesses 
provided useful details about the evacuation of these Jews to Auschwitz. 
The prosecution’s expert witness, prosecutor Wtadyslaw Bednarek, ex- 
pounded a lengthy report on the Chetmno Camp, which was considered the 
center of the alleged extermination of the Jews of Lodz (Glowna... 1947, 
pp 162-172). He also added an enigmatic reference to Auschwitz, asserting 


324 Polish War Crimes Commission, Bad Oyenhaussen, 17.4.1946. Subject: Biebow a. Jae- 
ger. TNA, WO 309-1431, p. 22. 
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that “there was still a considerable number of Jews in the ghetto, however, 
only the last 50-60,000 were transported to Auschwitz” (ibid., p. 172). 
There was also a witness, Izrael Szpiegelman, who claimed — with a 
shameless lie — to have “seen” Biebow at Auschwitz (ibid., p. 114), but the 
Tribunal disregarded these vague hints. 

In the verdict of 30 April 1947 that sentenced Biebow to death, the 
Auschwitz Camp is not even mentioned. He was accused of morally and 
physically participating in the transport “of about 300,000 Jews to the 
death camp Chetmno on the Ner and other German death camps” (ibid., p. 
204). 

The grounds for the verdict stated that, upon Biebow’s call for volun- 
teers for the transfer from the ghetto, “more than 55,000 people showed up, 
who were taken to Chetmno and murdered there” (ibid., p. 209). 

The only statement on the liquidation of the ghetto was made by Bie- 
bow himself (ibid., p. 63): 

“As the eastern front approached, rumors circulated that the ghetto would 

be completely relocated. Since this seemed [logistically] impossible, be- 

cause it would have involved some 70,000 people, it was said that we 
should move individual factories to individual places in the Reich and 

Czechoslovakia.” 

The evacuation of the Lodz Ghetto in August 1944 was mentioned neither 
during the trial against Rudolf Héss (Warsaw Trial, 11-29 March 1947) nor 
during the trial against former members of the Auschwitz camp garrison 
(Krakow Trial, 25 November through 16 December 1947). 

Indeed, the legend of the immense extermination of the Lodz Ghetto Jews 
was born among non-Polish witnesses. As early as October 1945, Charles 
Sigismund Bendel had been ranting about this during the Belsen Trial:*” 

“When was the first occasion that you actually worked or went into one of 

the crematoria? 

A. In the month of August 1944 [...] 

Who was being gassed at that time? 

A. On that occasion it was the Ghetto of Lodz. 80,000 people were 

gassed.” 

The Daily News Bulletin of the Jewish Telegraphic Agency reported the 
news as follows:*”° 

“80,000 LODZ JEWS KILLED IN ONE NIGHT AT OSWIECIM, JEWISH 

DOCTOR TESTIFIES 


325 Proceedings of a Military Court for the Trial War Criminals held at Luneburg, Germany, 
on Monday, | October, 1945 upon the Trial of Josef Kramer and 44 Others. Thirteenth 
Day. Transcript of the Official Shorthand Notes, pp. 2f. United Nations Archives. Secu- 
rity Microfilm Programm, 1988, Reel No. 51. 

326 JTA Daily News Bulletin, Vol. XI, No. 224 (27th year), 2 October 1945, p. 6. 
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Lueneburg, Oct. I (JTA) — Eight-thousand Jews from Lodz were gassed 
and burned to death in one night at Oswiecim, Dr. Sigismund Bendell [sic], 
a Jewish physician who was forced to work among the internees, testified 
today before the British military court trying 45 former guards at 
Oswiecim and Belsen.” 
And in 1946, Miklos Nyiszli raved (Mattogno 2020c, p. 105): 
“The arrival of the Litzmannstadt ghetto has been announced. One should 
know about this ghetto that the Germans established it in the winter of 
1939. The number of its inhabitants at the beginning was 500,000 souls. 
The ghetto’s inhabitants worked in enormous war factories. In payment for 
their work they received ghetto marks, but they could exchange this cur- 
rency only for extremely narrowly defined rations. It follows of itself that 
the disproportion between superhuman work performance and nutrition 
brought about their destruction en masse. Frequent epidemics also deci- 
mated them. In this way, the 500,000 souls melted away to 70,000 by the 
autumn of 1944. 
Now the end has come for these as well. Each day they arrive at the Jews’ 
ramp of K.Z. Auschwitz in groups of ten thousand. The selection sent nine- 
ty-five percent to the left, five percent to the right.” 
The West-German postwar judiciary tried to be a little more serious. In the 
indictment for the trial against Giinter Fuchs, former Gestapo detective in 
Lodz, and Otto Bradfisch, former Gestapo head and Fuchs’s superior, 
which took place in Hannover in 1962-1963, the two defendants were 
questioned several times. In the interrogation of 5 May 1960, Fuchs stat- 
ed:°27 
“One day in July 1944, Bradfisch summoned me to his office at the city 
administration. He told me that the Lodz Ghetto with all the armaments 
factories was to be evacuated to the Reich territory in view of the front sit- 
uation. He charged me with the task of supervising this evacuation by the 
security police. The situation was also tense at the time because the Polish 
uprising had broken out in Warsaw. It was therefore feared that there 
would also be uprisings in Litzmannstadt. As far as I know, the ghetto was 
transported in stages from the Radegast Station in the course of August 
1944 in individual rail transports. According to Bradfisch’s statement, I 
assumed that the transports went to the Reich territory. There was talk at 
the ghetto administration that the factories would be moved to Saxony. I 
have also seen sketches in which the department heads of the ghetto admin- 
istration had entered the destinations in Saxony.” 


327 Landeskriminalamt Baden-Wiirttemberg, interrogation protocol of G. Fuchs. YVA, 
TR.19-60, p. 45. 
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During an interrogation on 6 June 1962, Fuchs provided additional details 
about the evacuation of the ghetto:*”8 

“In 1944, the resettlement was initially carried out on an operational ba- 
sis. Machines were also added to the transports. The Jews also took their 
luggage with them. I also know that the Jews were given plenty of rations 
by the ghetto administration. A circumstance that moreover brought Bie- 
bow and us reproaches from the general public. In contrast to the trans- 
ports of 1942, which were mainly carried out in passenger cars, only 
freight trains were available in 1944. When the individual cars could no 
longer be sufficiently filled by the factories, the ghetto was evacuated street 
by street, and in each case individual parts of the ghetto were completely 
cleared. [...] 

I know that a residual detachment of Jews stayed behind to do the clean-up 
work. At that time, a transport of about 1,200 to 1,500 people left every 
day.” 

On 12 February 1963, Fuchs returned to the matter as follows:*”° 

“The Jews were to be deported. At that time, I was of the opinion that the 
Jews were coming to the Reich for armament work. The dissolution of the 
ghetto lasted about 3 weeks. During this period, I was assigned by my su- 
perior Otto Bratfisch [sic], at the request of the Jewish elder of the ghetto, 
to supervise the transports, and to ensure the security of the ghetto area. 
[...] 

In the case of transports out of the ghetto, things went as follows: The Jew- 
ish administration of the ghetto arranged the transports, in each case by 
order of the head of the service. The Jewish Order Service led the trans- 
ports to the ghetto train station, and handed them over to the police’s 
transport escort squad there. I was occasionally present at such departures 
from the ghetto. In every case, one of my officers was present.” 


He then added:*”° 


“During the time of my work, about 50,000 Jews were transported from the 
ghetto. I do not know how many had already been transported before that. 
The entire transport was carried out in freight cars. My supervisor Brad- 
fisch had given the destination as ‘Reich territory.’ He said that the Ghetto 
armaments factory was to be relocated to Central Germany because of the 
front-line situation. It is certain that the transports were taken to the Reich 
border. Where they actually went, I did not know at that time. Today I have 
been told that the transports were all sent to the Auschwitz Concentration 


328 Der Untersuchungsrichter bei dem Landgericht Hannover. Interrogation of G. Fuchs on 
5 and 6 June 1962. YVA, TR.19-60, pp. 78f. 


329 Staatsanwaltschaft bei dem Landgericht Bonn. Interrogation of G. Fuchs, Hannover, 12 


February 1963. YVA, TR.19-60, pp. 101-103. 


330 ibid., p. 107. Warthebriicken was the district (Landkreis) where the Chetmno Camp was 


located. 
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Camp. I never heard anything about the fact that transports also went to 
the Warthebriicken district.” 

Otto Bradfisch made extensive statements about the evacuation of the Lodz 

Ghetto during an interrogation on 17 January 1961:**' 
“In August 1944, the ghetto as a whole was evacuated as an armament fac- 
tory. However, I do not remember the exact date. This happened at the in- 
tervention of the Minister of Armaments, Speer. Since the front was ap- 
proaching, the people in the ghetto and the machines were to be transport- 
ed to a safe place where work would continue. This armament should not 
and could not be dispensed with, as was ordered from above. Some Jews 
who were not employed in the armament factory remained behind in the 
ghetto. I cannot give the number. I was not aware that the Jews were to be 
taken to Auschwitz. I emphasize once again that the sole purpose of this 
evacuation was the preservation of the armament industry, which was nec- 
essary for the continuation of the war, and that I could therefore by no 
means assume that, contrary to these accounts, a killing of the Jews else- 
where was intended.” 


2.3. The Ghetto’s Evacuation 


The certain starting fact is that Himmler ordered the evacuation of the 
ghetto in early June 1944.**? Regarding the subsequent events, orthodox 
Holocaust historiography shows embarrassing inconsistencies, because it 
claims that the first 10 transports with altogether 7,171 evacuees, leaving 
between 23 June to 14 July, were sent to Chelmno for total extermination, 
while the remainder, starting in early August, had Auschwitz as their desti- 
nation, where a portion of the evacuees were admitted to the camp as slave 
laborers. 

According to the most extreme theses, such as that of Shmuel Krakow- 
ski, all the Jews of the Lodz Ghetto were to be exterminated (Kogon et al., 
S. 142 p. 99): 

“In August 1944 the Lodz ghetto was liquidated within three weeks. The 

seventy thousand Jews who were in the ghetto at the time were deported to 

Auschwitz-Birkenau to be gassed. The possibilities offered by Kulmhof 


33! Staatsanwaltschaft bei dem Landgericht Hannover. Interrogation of O. Bradfisch, Mu- 
nich, 17 January 1961. YVA, TR.19-60, p. 118. 

332 This order is inferred from the beginning of Greiser’s letter to Himmler dated 9 June 
1944: “Reichsfiihrer, against the evacuation of the ghetto in Litzmannstadt ordered by 
you [...].” Eisenbach 1961, reproduction of the document in the unpaginated documents 
appendix. 
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would not have been sufficient to murder tens of thousands of people within 

a short span of time.” 

This explanation presupposes that Himmler and his subordinates were in- 
curably demented men who first sent over 7,000 Jews to die in the phan- 
tom “gas vans” at Chetmno, and only after this alleged extermination was 
over did they realize that this camp could not eliminate another 70,000 
“within a short space of time”! 

In Himmler’s defense, it must be said that he was not the originator of 
such nonsense. During the trial of “United States of America vs. Ulrich 
Greifelt, et al (Case 8),”3*? the so-called “RuSHA Case” (the trial against 
the Race and Settlement Main Office), which was staged at Nuremberg 
from 1 July 1947 to 12 February 1949, the “Opening Statement of the 
Prosecution” made the following accusation regarding the Lodz Ghetto 
(NMT, Vol. 4, p. 673): 

“The Jews in the Litzmannstadt Ghetto were apparently able to survive as 

late as 1944, because they were used to produce goods manufactured in 

plants within the ghetto. But in the summer of 1944 it was decided that the 

Litzmannstadt Jews were to be exterminated and the ghetto destroyed. 

Greifelt was advised of this decision by Greiser, the gauleiter of the 

Warthegau, and the Staff Main Office was assigned the task of demolishing 

the ghetto and confiscating the property of the Jews. Greifelt directed the 

defendants Schwarzenberger, Meyer-Hetling, and Huebner to work out the 
necessary details. In August 1944, 60,000 Jews were sent from Litz- 
mannstadt to the ‘concentration camps for execution.” 
Strzelecki’s argument is more reasoned, but no less fallacious (Strzelecki 
2005, pp. 25-27): 

“As a consequence of Himmler’s order from 23" June to 14 July 1944, a 
total of 7,196 people were transported out of the Lodz Ghetto, officially to 
work in the German interior, but in fact to be exterminated at Chetmno. On 
14" July, these deportations were suddenly stopped although they were 
supposed to have lasted approximately another six weeks. [...] 
The German authorities began the final shutting down of the Lodz Ghetto 
in August 1944, clearly as a reaction to the Uprising in nearby Warsaw. 
This time the “deportation” transports of Jews were bound for KL Ausch- 
witz. No extant documentation has been found explaining how this change 
of course, from Chetmno to Auschwitz, came about. Presumably it was the 
work of Speer, who managed to convince Hitler that it was essential to 
keep alive for some time longer at least some of the Ghetto’s inhabitants 
who were qualified slave-workers. [...] 


333 Ulrich Greifelt, chief of the main office of the Reichskommissar fiir die Festigung des 
deutschen Volkstums/Reich Commissioner for the Consolidation of German Ethnicity. 


C. MATTOGNO : POLITICS OF SLAVE LABOR 159 


It was because of the labour shortage affecting the German war economy 
that in the spring of 1944 the Konzentrationslager in Deutschland judenfrei 
principle was waived.'**4! This was a principle, introduced in 1942, by 
which all Jewish prisoners were removed from concentration camps situat- 
ed within Germany proper and sent chiefly to the Auschwitz or Majdanek 
concentration camps. In May and June 1944, large transports of Jews from 
concentration camps in occupied Poland, above all Auschwitz, started be- 
ing sent to the German interior. The Jews were mainly those from Hungary 
who at Auschwitz had not been selected for immediate annihilation. In 
April 1944, Hitler agreed to have some 100,000 Hungarian Jews employed 
in the Reich as part of the so-called Jigerprogramm — a vast building pro- 
ject aimed at moving the production of aircraft into bunkers and tunnels. 
Then in May 1944, Himmler decided that Jewish women would also be sent 
en masse to work in the armaments industry. Within a very short space of 
time all sorts of industrial building sites and certain factory production 
halls deep within the Reich were filled with tens of thousands of Jewish 
slaves. In the light of these circumstances it would appear that the sending 
of over seven thousand Jews from the Lodz Ghetto at the end of June and in 
July 1944, must have resulted from an oversight in Berlin. This mistake 
must have been eventually noticed and then the rest of the Ghetto’s inhab- 
itants were sent to Auschwitz, where some could be temporarily spared the 
fate of mass extermination.” 
The last assertion is bafflingly insulting: according to this, the Berlin au- 
thorities, who had been sending Hungarian Jewish manpower for the sake 
of slave labor to Auschwitz already since mid-May, had supposedly forgot- 
ten by June their desperate necessity of this manpower for the German war 
economy. Instead, they supposedly sent the first ten transports of Jews 
from Lodz to Chetmno for wholesale slaughter, and only later, in August, 
did they allegedly notice their “mistake,” and directed the remaining Jews 
to Auschwitz! 
On the other hand, it is an incontrovertible fact that, at the beginning of 
1944, the Reich authorities were in desperate need of manpower, as I have 
extensively documented in Chapter 1.2. 


334 On 6 November 1942, SS Gruppenjiihrer Heinrich Miiller sent the following telegram to 
all commandants, commanders and commissioned officers of the State Police and the SD 
with the subject “Incarceration of Jewish inmates in the concentration camps” (PS- 
1063): 

“The Reichsfiihrer SS and Chief of the German Police has ordered that all concentra- 
tion camps in the Reich be made free of Jews, and that all Jews be transferred to 
Auschwitz Camp and the prison camp Lublin. The Inspector of Concentration Camps 
has already issued the corresponding transfer orders. The respective Concentration 
Camps will report about the transfers of such inmates.” 
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The contradiction resulting from the orthodox thesis has no logical solu- 
tion, because the problem is badly set up. Indeed, here we start from the 
unproven assumption that the first ten transports were sent to Chetmno for 
the purpose of extermination. But on what is this assumption based? 

Clarification of this question is crucial, because from the orthodox per- 
spective, the alleged extermination at Chelmno validates the alleged ex- 
termination at Auschwitz. However, if the former is false, there is no rea- 
son to assume the latter to be true. 


2.4. Alleged Transports to Chetmno 


An official publication of the State Museum in Lodz from 1999 states that 
from 23 June to 14 July 1944, ten transports were sent to Chetmno, and 
7,196 Jews from the Lodz Ghetto were killed there.**> However, the source 
of these deportations is not given. Page 97 of Baranowski’s book contains 
reproductions of the top part of the first page and the bottom part of the last 
page of the transport list of 23 June 1944, again without giving any source. 

Two types of name lists concerning these ten transports are preserved in 
the Lodz State Archives: the first groups the names in alphabetical order on 
individual sheets for each letter (e.g., for the 23-June transport, last names 
beginning with the letter A are listed on pages 1 and 2, those beginning 
with B on p. 3, etc.).*°° The second group consists of normal name lists 
with last names in consecutive alphabetical order.**” I transcribe the rele- 
vant data in the following table, adding the composition of some transports 
resulting from the partial set of documents titled “List of the I [/I/III/IV/ 
VII] transport’*** and from the “Daily Report” of 5 July 1944 (transports 
No. V and VI, number of men and women, without mentioning chil- 
dren).**? The number of deportees appearing in the “Daily Reports’”*“° of 
the days when the transports left (see last column) is slightly different than 
those on the Transport List only in two cases: 


335 Baranowski, pp. 94, 99-101; the claimed number of victims is wrong, as I explain later. 
336 APE, PSZ, 1309. 

337 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 19491, syg. 870. 

338 GFHA, Catalog No. 342. 

339 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 19704, syg. 1087, p. 383. 

340 ibid., pp. 359-398. 
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Table 2.2: Initial Ten Evacuation Transports from the Lodz Ghetto 
# | d/m | Deportees acc. to Adults |Children_| Deportees acc. to 
Transport Lists M F |M/ F Daily Reports 


1| 23/6 561 270 | 290; 1/| / 561 (562)*"! 


5| 3/7 700 182 | 518 | / / 700 


7| 7/7 700 243 | 457 | / / 700 


The “Daily Report” of 30 June summarizes the strength of the transports of 
23, 26, 28 and 30 June, that of July 5 the strength of the transports of 3 and 
5 July, and that of 14 July gives the total figure of 7,196 deportees,*”” but 
this is a typographical error, because adding up the number of deportees of 
the individual transports yields a total of 7,176. The erroneous figure of 
7,196 appears in virtually all texts of orthodox Holocaust historians dealing 
with this issue, which is striking evidence of their carelessness. This is 
even true for Patrick Montague’s book on the Chetmno Camp. In his sum- 
mary of the deportations to that camp, he lists the ten transports mentioned 
earlier, but does not escape the orthodox fixation on this number, although 
he erroneously attributes to the sixth transport (5 July 1944) 709 deportees 
(rather than 700), which brings his actual total to 7,186.°3 

The decisive question to ask here is: what documentary evidence exists 
that these ten transports were actually sent to this camp? The answer is 
simple: None. 

This is so true that Polish-Jewish historian Artur Eisenbach wrote in his 
well-known documentary collection on the Lodz Ghetto in 1946, with ref- 
erence to the evacuation of the ghetto (Eisenbach 1946, p. 265): 

“At that time, the Chetmno Camp had already been liquidated, so the Jews 

were sent to Auschwitz and other camps.” 

In this context, he mentioned the first three transports in the table set forth 
above (ibid.). It is thus clear that he, who had studied the documentation in 


341 The “Daily Report of 23 June has 562 (ibid., p. 359), which is later corrected to 561 (see 
below). 

342 ibid., pp. 374, 383, 398. 

343 Montague, p. 187. The author mentions the figure 7,196 on p. 185 and again on p. 187 as 
“Total for 1944.” 


162 C. MATTOGNO: POLITICS OF SLAVE LABOR 


the possession of the Central Jewish Historical Commission, did not have 
even the slightest hint that the above-mentioned ten Jewish transports went 
to Chetmno. 

Even if one assumed that the ten transports in question had contained 
Jews unfit for work (which they did not, as I will show later), then the 
same insoluble problem would still remain: why were these allegedly unfit 
people sent to Chelfmno? And why was another sizeable portion of depor- 
tees unfit for work diverted to Auschwitz? 

The Bonn Jury Court that had tried 13 former members of the SS 
Sonderkommando operating at Chetmno, stated in its grounds for the 
judgment of 30 March 1963 (Riickerl, p. 293): 

“Although it is true that it is not expressly stated in the statistical lists that 

these transports went to Chelmno and not to Auschwitz, as had been the 

case since August 1944. However, this follows from the credible testimony 
of witness Z., who himself came to Chelmno with the 7th or 8th transport, 
and stated that the total number of all transports to Chelmno was ten to 
twelve. The jury court is therefore convinced that the above-mentioned ten 
transports went to Chelmno, and that therefore at least 7,000 Jewish peo- 
ple were killed in Chelmno during the second camp period.” 
The witness “Z.” was Mordechai or Mordka or Mieczystaw Zurawski, who 
claims to have been deported to Chelmno. The name Zorawski Mordka 
does indeed appear on the seventh labor-evacuation list from the Lodz 
Ghetto, which bears the date 7 July 1944,°4 but this does not mean that the 
transport in question was sent to Chelmno, and that its deportees were ex- 
terminated there. It all depends on whether one is inclined to believe a 
simple testimony from 1945.** In fact, there is no document supporting 
this, and the transport lists only state that the deportees have “traveled 
away from the Litzmannstadt Ghetto for work.” 

Already earlier, other Jews had been transferred “for work outside the 

[Lodz] ghetto”: 750 on 4 March, and 850 on 10 March 1944.*4° As Artur 


344 “Zur Arbeit aus Litzmannstadt-Getto am 7.7.1944 ausgereist.” APL, PSZ, 1309, p. 250. 
Mikrofilm 19061, sygn. 442, p. 84 (list of names). In both lists Zorawski is the last one, 
No. 700. The relevant date of birth is 1910, and Zurawski was born on 11 June 1910 
(Pawlicka-Nowak, p. 131), so they are undoubtedly the same person. 

345 This witness was dealt with by Mattogno 2017, pp. 62f. Polish-Jewish black propaganda 
had set in motion as early as January 1942, and developed considerably in the following 
years (see Sakowska, in particular pp. 23-25; and Tyszkowa). By 1945, the “eyewitness” 
Zurawski could draw on an extensive propaganda resources for his accounts of that 
camp. 

346 APE, PSZ, 1223, pp. 60-73, 12-59 (name lists of those transferred). The second list is 
titled “To work on 16 [sic] March 1944 from Litzmannstadt Ghetto,” but it is accompa- 
nied by a note addressed “To the Office for Resettlers,” which reads: “The Central Pris- 
on sends in the enclosure a list of names of persons who left the Z.G. for work outside 
the ghetto on 10 March 1944.” ibid., pp. 12f. The “Daily Report” of 4 March 1944 lists 
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Eisenbach informs us on the basis of documents kept in the archives of the 
Jewish Historical Institute in Warsaw, these 1,600 Jews were sent to the 
armament factories in Skarzysko-Kamienna, a locality located about 45 km 
southwest of Radom (Eisenbach 1961, p. 568). It appears from the 
Transport Lists that the deportees, for the most part, belonged to the age 
bracket spanning from 18 to 45 years of age. 

The notes headlined “File memo: number of Jewish inhabitants in the 
Ghetto,” which report the daily change in population (according to the pat- 
tern population /admission /departure/ population of the next day) broken 
down by “adults” and “children.”**’ These notes list a “departure” of 750 
“adults” on 3 March as “traveled away (deployed for work outside of ghet- 
to),”**8 and one of 850 more on 9 March with the reason “transport away to 
external work places.”*? These documents confirm that the above two 
transports did not include any “child.” 

The “Daily Report” of 8 February 1944 reported the following “file 
memo”:**? 

“Subject: Sending 1,500 workers outside the ghetto. 

1,500 healthy workers are to be sent outside the ghetto. They should be 

physically and mentally fit, so that they can be trained and educated for 

special purposes. No large luggage is to be taken along; the workers are to 

be equipped only with sound footwear and winter clothing. The transport 

should probably go in two groups of 750 workers each.” 
The “Activity Report March 1944” contains a detailed statistical analysis 
of the activities in the ghetto during this month. The “Reporting month 
March 1944” of the “Department Registry and Vital Statistics” informs us 
that during this month there was a “departure for work outside the ghetto” 
of 1,670 people (1,320 men and 350 women),**! which included the 1,600 
deportees mentioned earlier. The “Reporting month March 1944” of the 
“Department Labor Exchange” reports the following:*> 


“ASiOf L!MAVCH L944: cocks da vetteetauckebeadteiateuseestenateldeeassheateiees 7,004 workers 
were employed outside the ghetto. 
In the course Of March 1944 .iccccccccccccccccsccstsceetseessseeeseensnees 1,670 workers 


as “Expulsions”: “750 men for work outside the ghetto”; and that of 10 March: “850 
/men and women for work outside the ghetto/.” APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 19704, syg. 1087, 
pp. 158, 175. However, the “departure” of these deportees was recorded on 3 and 9 
March. See below. 

347 Here, “children” were children 8 years old and under (birth years of 1936-1944), as I 
will explain later. 

348 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 21322, sygn. 29238, p. 647. 

349 ibid., p. 642. 

350 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 19704, syg. 1087, pp. 98-99. 

351 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 21289, sygn. 29205, p. 67. 

352 ibid., p. 72. 
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went to work outside the ghetto. 

LOR CEN ia see exe Rete 6h eee Lehele coh ibe od ee al aM tat ceded eat 8,674 workers 
During the month of this report, no workers were reported 

to have died or to have returned to the ghetto. 

Thus, the number of workers outside the ghetto as of 31 

MACH 1Q4E4 icc toes. ccc des ccc ks wet iiks vosi bees ets cade e ie eata vibes 8,674 workers” 


This demonstrates that the phrase “went to work outside the ghetto” had a 
literal meaning. It is therefore completely abusive and unjustified to con- 
sider the equivalent phrase “traveled away from the Litzmannstadt Ghetto 
for work” as a kind of “code language” hiding the claimed fact that they 
were sent to their extermination instead. 


The documentation of the administrative office of the Litzmannstadt 


Ghetto that has been preserved contains various information about this type 
of deportation. 


25 February 1944*°3 


“Subject: Litzmannstadt Ghetto. 

With NL 9059 dated 10 Feb. 44 it was reported that a transfer of Jews from 
the Litzmannstadt Ghetto for use in the armaments industry was planned. 
In particular, unskilled laborers were to be selected. 

In addition, the Research Center was able to learn from the local State- 
Police office that Jews from the Litzmannstadt Ghetto were to be employed 
in armaments factories in Czestochowa and near Sosnowitz. About 1,500 
Jews were planned to be deployed.” 


14 July 194494 
“Subject: Administrative Office Ghetto Litzmannstadt (Eldest of Jews) 


File: NL 9834 of 10 July 1944. 

When the above report was handed over, RR [Regierungsrat, government 
councilor] Kucke informed Dv. Seemann that not only transports would be 
composed of Jewish prison inmates, but that other inhabitants of the ghetto 
would also be pulled out. RR Kucke added that Jews had been requested 
from the Generalgouvernement, who were probably to be used for the con- 
struction of fortifications. However, one ought to resort to prison inmates 
in order to spare the ghetto workers, who mainly worked for the Wehr- 
macht.” 


24 July 194495 
“Subject: Dissolution of the Litzmannstadt Ghetto. 


353 Litzmannstadt, den 25. Februar 1944. MzA Litzmannstadt Nr. 491. YVA, O.51-13, p. 


280. MzA = Meldung zu Auswertefragen, report on evaluation questions. 


354 | itzmannstadt, den 14. Juli 1944. MzA Litzmannstadt Nr. 546. YVA, O.51-13, p. 274. 
355.24, Juli 1944. MzA-Litzmannstadt Nr. 552. O.51-13, p. 317. 
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Government Councilor Kucke of the Litzmannstadt State Police informed 
Fstl. Nau on 22 July that, during a meeting held a few days ago, it had 
been decided to dissolve the Litzmannstadt Ghetto, and to begin the remov- 
al of the Jews to the Old Reich this week. Government Councilor Kucke 
added that the Jews, in their majority, posed too great a danger to the 
German population of Litzmannstadt in the event of unrest.” 
This makes Strzelecki’s above-mentioned explanation even more nonsen- 
sical, because the Reich authorities transferred Jewish workers from the 
ghetto for the “armaments industry” already in March 1944, then forgot 
about this need for workers, and in June-July had the Jewish workers from 
the ghetto gassed in Chetmno, but then realized this “mistake,” since 
Chetmno had been shut down in 1943, hence they then sent the Jewish 
workers to Auschwitz! 
Returning to the 7,171 ghetto dwellers transferred between 23 June and 
14 July 1944, the name lists are of crucial importance in understanding 
whether these Jews were really deported “for work.” Indeed, for 6,781 
people on these lists, birth dates ranging from 6 to 70 years of age are giv- 
en. However, the extreme dates are exceptions: there are only three chil- 
dren aged 6; four 7-year-olds; seven 8-year-olds; and eight 9- and 10-year- 
olds each. Likewise, the lists contain only one elderly person aged 70, 69 
and 66; two aged 65; six aged 64; two aged 63; seven aged 62; four aged 
61; and 17 aged 60. The age distribution of deportees is illustrated in the 
following table. 


Table 2.3: Age Distribution of De- 
portees on First Ten Transports 
Age Bracket Deportees 
Up to 8 Years 14 


From 21 to 30 Years 


From 41 to 50 Years 917 


From 61 to 70 Years 24 
Total: 6,781 


The deportees were taken from all of the ghetto’s departments. On the day 
of the deportation each department received a notice saying: 
“Please remove the following persons from your records with immediate 
effect, as they have left today for work outside the ghetto:” 
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This was followed by a list with “Serial Number,” “Reg. No.,” “Last and 
First Name” and “Address” of the deportees.*°° 84 notices in my posses- 
sion, sent to as many departments, contain the names of 682 deportees. The 
deportees taken from each department ranged from one to a maximum of 
45. The breakdown results from the following table: 


Table 2.4: Notices to Ghetto Departments, Grouped by 
Number of Workers Withdrawn 
# of Notices | #of Names | #of Notices | #of Names 
12 1 15 


14 


These were therefore people who were already working in their respective 
department, so they were evidently skilled at their work. 

The State Archives in Lodz also has a folder titled “Eldest of Jews in 
the Lodz Ghetto. Statistics of youth employed in wards and sectors. Gen- 
der, age, position, length of employment,”**’ which contains 96 forms sent 
monthly “to the statistics department Kirchplatz 4,” from each enterprise, 
department, or productive and administrative sector in the ghetto. The 
cards concern the “Balance of young people at the last day of the month” 
(the month is May 1944). Each card has three pre-printed forms. The first 
(“Number of young people by birth year’’) is broken down by age group — 
usually 1927 to 1935 — and by gender (“male” and “female”), with their 
respective totals. The second, bearing the same title, shows “type of em- 
ployment,” “type der remuneration” and “work duration,” and is similarly 
broken down by gender. The third shows “monthly changes.” 

The enterprise completing the form is usually indicated by a stamp in 
the upper left corner of the form. Adding it up, it appears that there was a 


356 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 19919, syg. 1302. See Doc. 8 and Table 2.II in the Appendix. 

357 “Przetozony Starszenstwa Zydow w getcie todzkim. Statystyka zatrudnionych mtodo- 
cianych w wydziatach i resortach. Ple¢é, wiek, funkcje, diugos¢ trwania pracy,” APL, 
Mikrofilm Nr. 19506, syg. 885. 
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total of 4,996 young people in the age group of 9 to 14 (birth years 1935 to 
1930). I give the respective numbers in the following table: 


Table 2.5: Children Doing Child La- 
bor in the Lédz Ghetto 

Birth Year Age # 
14 years 975 


12 years 1,244 


Total:| 4,996 


In some departments, 9- and 10-year-olds were particularly numerous (see 
Documents 9-12). However, in the transports between 23 June and 14 July 
1944, as shown in Table 2.3, there were only 181 9- to 14-year-olds, 3.67 
percent of the total number of deportees. 

In the following table, I transcribe the data given in the series of reports 
already mentioned “File memo: number of Jewish inhabitants in the Ghet- 
to,” for the period 23 June to 19 July 1944 (the last report). 


Table 2.6: Number of Jewish Inhabitants in the Lodz 
Ghetto, 23 June through 19 July 1944 


Date [d/m/44] |Adults [Children |Total Page*™® 
23/6 71,738 | 4,641 | 76,379 360 


25/6 71,672 | 4,640 | 76,312 360 


30/6 71589 | 4,637 | 76,226 357 


5/7 70,935 | 4,639 | 75,574 354 


358 Page numbers refer to APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 21270, sygn. 29186, Statystyka ludnosci 
getta (Ghetto population statistics) — 11 March 1944 through 19 July 1944. In this series, 
the reports for 27 June and 7 and 9 July are missing. I have taken their data from a paral- 
lel series, which ends with 10 July 1944. APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 21322, sygn. 29238, pp. 1, 
2, 10. 
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Date [d/m/44] |Adults _ |Children |Total Page** 
6/7 70,014 | 4,632 | 74,646 353 


8/7 69,175 | 4,630 73,805 352 


11/7 68,425 4,628 | 73,053 350 


13/7 67,700 | 4,631 | 72,331 348 


The Ordnungsdienst (Jewish Ghetto Police) also prepared a daily report on 
changes of the ghetto population, which recorded the total in the morning, 
admissions, departures and the total for the morning of the next day. It was 
divided into the headings set out below. 

In the following table, I summarize the data from the report dated 24 
June 1944, which accounts for the changes of the day before:**” 


Table 2.7: Daily Report on Changes of the Lodz Ghetto Population, Jewish 
Ghetto Police, 24 June 1944 


Adults Children Together Total 
M F M F M F 

23 June 44 =| 29,010 | 42,728 | 2,323 | 2,318 | 31,333 | 45,046 | 76,379 
Deduction 11 5 1 1 12 6 18 
Det CS an Na lh ee 
Deduction 50 0 0 0 50 0 50 
Departed 
Deduction 270 290 1 0 271 290 561 
Departed 

24 June 44 =| 28,679 | 42,433 | 2,321 | 2,317) 31,000 | 44,750 | 75,750 


For both groups registered as departures (of 50 and 561 people), the same 
phrase is given: “Traveled away for work outside the Ghetto on 23 June 
1944.” 

The total ghetto population on 24 June (75,750 people) results from de- 
ducting the two departed groups from the previous total. The figure that 
appears in Table 2.6 (76,311 people) does not take into account the second 


359 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 18958, syg. 339, p. 38. 
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departed group, in deference to a specific order that the head of the Ghetto 
Police communicated to the “6th Police District” in these terms: 

“On the instructions of the Getto administration, evacuation transports are 

to be included in the report on changes of the population only after 10 days 

in each case.” 
The above-mentioned report was therefore withdrawn and replaced by an- 
other, in which the departure of the first transport were not recorded,* 
which explains the difference in the above two totals. 

In the variations of Table 2.6, the departures concerning the deportees 
of the 10 transports of June-July 1944 is only partially indicated and, curi- 
ously, after nine days, instead of the prescribed ten. Only the first four 
transports, of 23, 26, 28 and 30 June, are recorded there in the variations of 
2,5, 7 and 9 July. 

The “List of employees, cut-off date: 22 July 1944” /based on the re- 
ports of the following work sites” gives a very detailed account of those 
employed in the 143 ghetto departments: 63,856 people, including 26,273 
men and 37,583 women.**! 

The total of 63,856 people, which is 2,338 lower than on 19 July 
(66,194), evidently includes the departure of at least three other transports. 

During the period of the first wave of deportations, the number of chil- 
dren did not change significantly. It dropped very slightly from 4,641 on 
23 June to 4,633 on 19 July. 

The 24-July report mentioned above (Table 2.7) specifies that there 
were 2,323 male and 2,318 female children. 

There is also an “List of children in the ghetto under approximate indi- 
cation of years of birth; cut-off date: morning of 15 July 1944.’°°? which 
gives detailed statistics of the boys and girls born from 1935 to 1944, as 
shown in the following table. In the last column, I add for comparison the 
data from the 1 March 1944 statistics. 


360 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 18958, syg. 339, p. 23. 
361 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 21344, sygn. 29260, pp. 397-400. 
382 ibid., p. 380. 
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Table 2.8: Children in the Lodz Ghetto by Birth Year, 15 July 1944 


Birth Year 


Boys 


Girls 


Together 


1 March 1944 


1944 


155 


153 


308 


94 


1940 


220 


239 


459 


465 


1935 


414 


366 


780 


792 


Totals: 


2,731 


2,684 


5,415 


5,287 


Two important facts can be inferred from this table. The first is the age 
definition of “children.” On 15 July, as the above table shows, there were 
4,635 “children” in the ghetto, but on the same day the sum of “boys” and 
“girls” was 5,415. Subtracting from this figure the total number of those 
born in 1935 (780) gives, precisely, 4,635, so the “children” listed in the 
“file memo” statistics were those born from 1936 to 1944, that is, those 8 
years old and under. The second figure is that the total number of “chil- 
dren,” increased from (5,287 — 792 =) 4,495°° to 4,635. The largest in- 
crease was in new births, which had a positive balance of (308 — 94 =) 214 
new births in 1944. 

All this categorically rules out a policy of evacuating those unfit for 
work for the purpose of extermination, beginning with children. 

The presence of the above-mentioned few children in the June-July 
1944 transports can be explained in this way: the deportees were not only 
selected by departments, but also by family, as is evident not only from the 
last names and addresses of the deportees, but also from the documents 
mentioned below. 

For example, one of the three 6-year-old children, Johanna Dahl, born 
in 1938, was deported with the third transport together with Greta Dahl, 
born in 1912, evidently her mother. Both lived at the same address: 
Kriauter[strasse] 25.°°* The second child born in 1938, Dora Gerstel, was 
deported with the second transport together with Edith Gerstel, born in 


3 The statistics “Gettobevolkerung nach Berufs- bewz. Beschdftigungsgruppen. Per 1. 
Marz 1944,” broken down by men and women, lists in alphabetical order about 60 activ- 
ities; at the end, the number of “children,” a total of 4,495 is given (2,448 boys and 
2,247 girls). APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 21344, sygn. 29260, pp. 12f. 

364 APL, PSZ, 1309, p. 58, numbers 136 and 137 of the list. 
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1904. Both lived at Siegfried[strasse] 14.°° The third 6-year-old child, 
Moniek Sztycki, was deported with the fourth transport together with Gela 
Sztycka, born in 1900. Both lived in Hohensteiner [Strasse] 13°° 
In conclusion, the ten transports of Jews mentioned earlier were not sent 
to Chetmno to be gassed, but really to concentration camps “for work.” 
In this regard, the “Announcement No. 416” of 16 June 1944 leaves no 
doubt:*°” 
“Attention. 
Subject: Voluntary registration for work outside the ghetto. 
I hereby announce that men and women (including married couples) may 
register for work outside the ghetto. As far as families with children of an 
age fit for work are concerned, these children can also be registered for 
work outside the ghetto together with their parents. 
— These persons will receive full equipment such as: clothes, underwear 
and socks. Luggage can be taken in the weight of 15 kg per person. 
I would like to make special note of the fact that postal service has been 
opened for these workers, so there is a possibility to write. 
Furthermore, it is expressly stated that those persons who register for work 
outside the ghetto will be given the opportunity to immediately take the ra- 
tions to which they are entitled, out of sequence. 
The aforementioned registrations will be made at the Ghetto Labor Office, 
Hamburgerstrasse 13, beginning Friday, 16 June 1944, daily from § a.m. 
to 9 p.m. 
Ghetto Litzmannstadt, 16 June 1944. (-) Ch. Rumkowski The Eldest of the 
Jews in Litzmannstadt.” 
In the orthodox perspective, the premise of these deportations, as Andrea 
Low explicitly states, was this (Low, p. 163): 
“The ghetto resident ‘unfit for work’ were to be murdered immediately in 
any case.” 
However, the above-quoted “Announcement” was aimed at volunteers who 
could take children with them, as long as they were of an age “fit for 
work”! 
The “Daily Report” of 23 June 1944 describes the departure of the first 
transport as follows:*® 
“To work outside the ghetto. This morning Ist transport. 
The Ist transport of 562 people left Radegast Station today at 8 o’clock in 
the morning. Before the transport departed, Gestapo Commissar Fuchs 
spoke a few reassuring words to the departing persons. He explained that 


365 ibid., p. 70, numbers 223 and 224 of the list. 
366 ibid., p. 201, numbers 589 and 590 of the list. 
367 GFHA, Catalog No. 5812. 

368 APL, Mikrofilm 19704, syg. 1087, p. 359. 
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they were now going to work in the Reich, and that decent rations would be 

provided. Due to the lack of passenger cars, the loading was now done in a 

freight train, but a reloading into passenger cars is planned on the way. 

Let no one be alarmed. 

Of course, this speech spread like wildfire through the ghetto, and had a 

somewhat calming effect. 

The loading took place smoothly, without any incidents. Families were not 

separated. The [floors of the] freight cars were covered with straw. 

One man who was particularly desperate was returned to the central pris- 

on by Commissar Fuchs. 

The departing persons did not have to carry their luggage. Everything was 

brought to the station on trolleys. Everyone received their hand luggage at 

the station, while the larger luggage was stowed in separate freight cars. 

Everything was neatly marked with numbers. The treatment of the people at 

the station was decent.” 

The pre-printed form “Departure Request” for July 1944 stated:°® 
“Luggage allowance is 15-20 kg per person. It must include a small pillow 
and a blanket. The luggage should be packed in the best possible manner. 
Food is to be brought along. 

Family members may join those asked to depart. All ration cards are to be 

brought along.” 

I pointed out earlier that children under the age of 9, hence those unfit for 

work par excellence, were virtually untouched by the deportations. 

The documents also show that the deported Jews were not only fit for 
work, but, as it were, they were the fittest at work. 

The “Application for allocation of allowance cards for long-hours, long- 
distance and nighttime workers” records the weekly presence in the ghetto 
of all employees and workers, who fell into these three categories. In the 
following table, I summarize the data concerning the employees for the 
period from 20 April to 16 July 1944. 


369 GFHA, Catalog No. 436. 
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Table 2.9: Number and Types of Employees in the Lodz Ghetto 


Week |Employees j/Long-Hour |Heavy-Duty |Nighttime |Page 
[d/m/44] 


15-21/5 72,091 24,585 


19-25/6 71,015 2,943 21,988 2,623 | 354) | 


* APL, 22104/30013; + APL, 22102/30011; | APL, 22101/30010 


From 23 June to 14 July 1944, 7,171 Jews were deported from the ghetto. 
Before that, the ghetto had 71,556 employed Jews, afterwards there were 
64,366, a decrease of 7,190. This shows that all deportees had been em- 
ployed, so none of them was unfit for work.*”? The categories of “long- 
hour, heavy-duty and nighttime workers” included the quintessential able- 
bodied people, since they had to do the most strenuous work. In the week 
of 12-18 June 1944, they totaled 29,587; in the week of 10-17 July, this 
number went down to 21,539. Hence, they decreased by 8,049 workers. In 
practice, workers par excellence were deported from the ghetto. 

Therefore, the statement appearing in the “Daily Report” of 26 June 
1944 that the second transport, in addition to numerous young people, 
“among them numerous volunteers,”*”' included “also quite a lot of weak 
and sickly people,”*”” cannot be true. 

As a tule, in fact, sick persons were not deported. They were allowed to 
submit a request, accompanied by a doctor’s certificate,*” to the Interde- 
partmental Committee, which sent it to the health-care department, with a 


370 The ghetto population during the weeks of 16 June to 2 July, 3-9 July and 10-16 July 
was 72,433, 74,812 and 76,243, respectively, figures from which the following percent- 
ages of employment are derived: 88,8%, 88,7% and 89,9%. 

371 Volunteers reported to the ghetto’s labor office, which drew up lists that it sent to the 
Interdeparmental Committee. Various lists from 28 June to 3 July, 8, 9 and 13 July 1944 
can be found at the beginning of the file APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 19917, syg. 1300. 

372 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 19704, syg. 1087, p. 367. 

373 Many medical diagnoses are collected in the file APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 19916, syg. 1299. 
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request to examine each case. These communications ended with the 
phrase:*”* 

“We request that the cases be examined by a medical commission, and that 

the findings be sent to us as soon as possible.” 
The decision of the health-care department was then communicated to the 
Central Prison, which, if so ordered, removed the names of certified sick 
persons from the transport lists. The Interdepartmental Committee also in- 
formed of the decision the department in which the person worked who 
had submitted the request. For this, there was a pre-printed form for grant- 
ing, and one for denying the request. They contained the same items, con- 
cerning the applicant’s position, and differed in the final phrase: “The re- 
quest ... was granted,” and “The request ... was denied.” A file containing 
a portion of these documents contains about 50 forms of the first type 
(“granted”) and nearly 550 of the second (“denied’”).*” Probably many di- 
agnoses had been drawn up by complacent physicians, and had not passed 
the health-care department’s most rigorous scrutiny. There are many com- 
munications from the Interdepartmental Committee to the Central Prison 
with lists of persons exempted from deportation. Some were published by 
Strzelecki. 

A communication dated 6 July 1944 contains four names. The Polish 
historian comments (Strzelecki 2005, p. 200): 

“According to extant KL Auschwitz document, Paul Ascherman and Chaim 

Unikowski®"*! (both from Prague) were in fact deported.” 
Another communication presents a list of 23 names, and is dated 12 July 
1944. Strzelecki states (ibid., pp. 201f.): 

“According to extant KL Auschwitz documents, Ruchla Gombinska and 

Szek Ajzyk were eventually deported to the camp.” 
He makes a similar comment about another list also dated 12 July (ibid., p. 
203): 

“According to extant concentration camp Auschwitz documents, Michat 

Poncz was sent to KL Auschwitz.” 
However, it must be considered that, from his point of view, the essential 
question to ask is whether Jews exempted from deportation to Chetmno for 
the purpose of extermination because they were sick, were deported there 
anyway despite the health-care department’s decision to the contrary. To 
ascertain this, it is sufficient to check whether these names appear on the 


374 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 19919, syg. 1302, p. 3. This file contains numerous documents of 
this type. 

375 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 19921, syg. 1304. 

376 A handwritten note in Polish states that “Unikowski Chaim — Mihl. 91 — is on the list of 
colonial goods of 6 July 1944, number 96.” APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 19917-1300, p. 113. 
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transport lists after the date of the communication. It is a fact that none of 
these names appear there. 

It follows from this that sick people were exempted from extermination! 

Unable to accept this absurdity, Strzelecki mischievously suggests that 
in any case these people were eventually deported to Auschwitz. However, 
again in his perspective, all but about 1,400 of the ghetto inhabitants were 
deported to Auschwitz. Hence, his comments about the alleged transport 
lists to Chetmno are patently captious. 

In conclusion, mostly experienced workers fit for labor were deported 
to Chelmno, excluding children under 9 years of age, the old and the sick! 
It is thus clear that the above-mentioned ten transports were not sent to 
Chetmno, but to labor camps. 

Therefore, Strzelecki’s false problem of the “change of course, from 
Chetmno to Auschwitz” also vanishes: both sets of deportations — those of 
June-July 1944 as well as those of August — had labor as their only pur- 
pose. 

It should not be forgotten that other small transports, in which orthodox 
Holocaust historians have never shown any interest, also departed “for 
work outside the ghetto” during this period. One of them with 50 men is 
the one dealt with in the report I have summarized in Table 2.7. It left the 
ghetto on 23 June 1944, and the relevant list of names shows that those 
transferred were between 18 and 45 years old.*”’ 

Where were these workers sent? 

Regarding the 1941 deportations, I quote a report that appeared in 21 
July 1944 in the well-informed German-language Jewish magazine Aufbau, 
published in New York (p. 10): 

“Baranovichi — Green ‘life cards.’ 
In 1941, the Germans deported thousands of Jews from Lodz to Bara- 
novichi — southwest of Minsk. 12,000 people were locked in a ghetto. Alt- 
hough they had to work for the Germans, they were not otherwise harassed 
until March 1942. Then, however, the Nazis began to issue green cards. 
These were work cards distributed to those capable of work. Those who did 
not receive one were, so to speak, condemned to death. From 6 o’clock in 
the evening until I o'clock in the morning, the Nazis called out the names 
of the lucky ones who were allowed to stay alive. Twelve thousand desper- 
ate people tried with claws and teeth to make their way into the house 
where the distribution point was. Women and children were trampled on, 
and those who had passed over tried to snatch cards from those who had 
received them.” 


377 APL, Mikrofilm Nr.19061, sygn. 442, pp. 2f. 
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According to Montague (2012, pp. 185f.), about 17,000 Jews had been de- 
ported to Chetmno from the Lodz Ghetto up to the end of February 1942 — 
12,000 of whom had evidently ended up in Baranovichi, not in the phan- 
tom “gas vans”! 


2.5. Transports to Auschwitz 


The orthodoxy insists that the second and largest set of transports from the 

Lodz Ghetto was directed to Auschwitz. This claim creates several funda- 

mental problems: 

1) How many Jews were deported there? 

2) In how many transports? 

3) How many people were in each transport? 

4) On what days did the Jewish transports arrive at Auschwitz? 

5) How many transports arrived each day? 

6) How many Jews were registered? 

7) How many Jews were admitted to the Birkenau Transit Camp without 
registration? 

Orthodox Holocaust historians have always limited themselves to dealing 

merely with Points 1 and 6. Strzelecki also dealt with Point 7, in the way I 

will expound below. 

In his study devoted to the number of Auschwitz victims, Franciszek 
Piper states that 60,000 to 70,000 Jews were deported to Auschwitz from 
the Lodz Ghetto in 1944 (Piper 1993, p. 127). In the table titled “Trans- 
ports with Jews from Poland (in its pre-war borders) to Auschwitz,” he lists 
Jewish transports from Lodz — taken from Danuta Czech’s Auschwitz 
Chronicle — and estimates a total of 55,000 to 65,000 deportees (ibid., p. 
186). Strzelecki starts from the figure that appears in what he claims to be 
the report of 31 July 1944 [yet in fact 30 July*’’] of the Kronika Getta 
Lodzkiego (Chronicle of the Lodz Ghetto): 68,561 people, from which he 
subtracts about 1,400 people who avoided deportation. Hence, he assumes 
that “approximately 67,000 Jews were deported from the Lodz Ghetto to 
KL Auschwitz” (Strzelecki 2005, p. 37). 

The State Archives in Lodz, which contain an incredible amount of 
documents about the ghetto, including hundreds of statistics of its popula- 
tion and transport lists, curiously retains no statistics pertaining to August 


378 Tagesbericht von Sonntag, den 30. Juli 1944. Tageschronik Nr. 211. APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 
19704, sygn. 1087, p. 1130. This is the last Tagesbericht/daily report. 
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1944 and, more importantly, no name lists of transports from August 1944. 
Chronologically speaking, the last extant lists of transports are those, al- 
ready examined, for the period 23 June to 14 July. Only one document ex- 
ists on the deportations of August 1944, which I will examine below. The 
extant “Daily Reports” stop on 30 July 1944. 

Given the unique statistical procedure adopted in the “Daily Reports,” it 
is worthwhile to preliminarily verify the reliability of the figure of 68,561. 

The “Daily Reports” list daily changes in the ghetto population, with 
the indication of “population,” “death cases,” “births,” “departures,” and 
“admissions.” The entries for “death cases” and “departures” (mostly 
transports from 23 June to 14 July) constitute deductions, while “births” 
and “admissions” were additions. 

Theoretically, the ghetto population of a given day is obtained in this 
way: population of the day before minus deductions plus additions. For 
example, on 23 June, the ghetto population was 76,379; the next day, there 
were 18 death cases, so on 24 June, the ghetto population was (76,379 — 18 
=) 76,361. 

In fact, however, this procedure is followed only occasionally in the 
“Daily Reports.” At first glance, the figures there appear scrambled. 
In the following table, I report them in Columns II-V. The last two col- 
umns contain the actual figures resulting from the above procedure. 


Table 2.10: Lodz Ghetto Population Figures in “Daily Reports” versus 
Calculated Figures 


Date 


Deaths 


Births 


Departures 
Daily Rep. 


Population 
Daily Reports 


Actual 
Departures 


Actual 
Population 


20 


76313 


74840 


13 


76276 


700 


73300 


3/7 


36 


75615 


700 


72549 


18 


912 //IL 


74646 


71792 
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Dates Deaths | Bares Daily Rep. | Daily Reports |Departures| Population 
_ 10/7 39 1 / 73067 700 70300 


-13/7 


15 


700 /V 


72331 


69563 


- 16/7 


71607 


68839 


19/7 


18 


70829 


68761 


-22f1 


69376 


68724 


25/7 


re 


15 


1 


1* 


/ 


69328 


68561 


/ 


68676 


68630 


For 2-5, 12 and 16-17 July, the population is not given. The figures in the 
table are taken from the “File memo: number of Jewish inhabitants in the 
Ghetto” (see above, Table 2.6). 

As is clear from the table, first of all, departures are never recorded on 
the day they took place, which followed a specific order, as I explained 
earlier. What is more, only seven transports are mentioned, and incorrectly 
too, because on 13 and 15 July, the same transport is counted (the fifth, that 
of 3 July), and even the ninth transport, that of 12 July, is recorded twice, 
both on 20 and 23 July. 

On June 30, the population is 76,259 people. The next day, there were 
17 death cases, so the proper figure should be (76,259 — 17 =) of 76,242, 
whereas it is 73,234, a decrease of 3,025 persons; the departures of the first 
four transports, of 561 + 912 + 803 + 700 = 2,976 persons (according to 
the figures in the “Daily Reports’’), should be included here, but adding the 
above-mentioned deduction of 17 persons, the total shortfall results in 
2,993, not 3,025. 

The departure of 912 people (second transport) appears on 6 July, how- 
ever, but is not deducted from the population of the next day, which still 
remains unexplained: 
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74,646 [6 July] — 18 (death cases) + 2 (births) [7 July] = 76,630, but in 
the relevant “Daily Report,” the figure 74,643 appears. 

On 1 July, the population is 73,234 people. On 6 July, it is 74,646, an 
increase of 1,412 people, with no admissions to the ghetto. 

This brief analysis shows that the daily population statistics are unrelia- 
ble. However, by virtue of shrewd manipulations, the final figure, that of 
30 July, is almost identical to the real one: 68,561 versus 68,630. 

As for the transportation issues (items 2-5 in the list mentioned earlier), 
a single document allows us to shed full light on a significant part of them. 
It is to be found in a file containing the ghetto’s administrative documents, 
in particular the forms of payment by the ghetto administration for sup- 
plies, services or work it had received. For these transactions, the admin- 
istration had a “Special Account No. 12300,” into which also the sums of 
monies due were paid. The document in question is a “receipt” of RM 
2,331, paid by the ghetto administration on 9 September 1944 to the 4th 
Company of Police Guard Battalion XIII, for the following activities:*” 

“With carrying out a total of nine transports, the following Jews were de- 

livered to Auschwitz Concentration Camp: 


On 5 Aug. 44 562 
"84u 44 485 
"I1Aug.44 0 2~2~2~CO*~*~*” 2,508 
"15Aug.442«¢@2~*~*~*” 2,021 
"18Augs.4422«@¢2~*~*” 2,496 
"21 Aug. 44 2,191 
" 24 Aug. 44 2,146 
"27A4ug.4402~«C2C~*~*” 2,297 
"30Aug.44 2,254 
Total: 16,960 Jews 


[signature]. ” 


Another document, headlined “Pol. Guard Company Regensburg” and dat- 
ed “Litzmannstadt, 7 Aug. 1944,” lists “Leaders, subleaders and men of the 
transport unit,” and includes 26 names. The first is that of the compiler of 
the document, First Lieutenant of the Protective Police and Company 
Commander Heinrich Herbst, who signed it (p. 216; see Doc. 14). The 
same signature is also found at the bottom of the “receipt” mentioned earli- 
er. Next to each name is written in pencil the amount due: 135 RM for the 
first lieutenant, 108 RM each for one Meister and one Hauptwachtmeister, 


379 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 21412, syg. 29326a, p. 215; document reproduced by Smolorz, p. 
295. See Doc. 13. Subsequent page numbers from there unless stated otherwise. 
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90 RM each for one Bezirksoberwachtmeister, four Zugwachtmeister and 
18 Wachtmeister, in total 2,331 RM. Each of these figures is divisible by 9 
and, from the division, the amounts for each transport result, in order: RM 
15, 12 and 10; RM 259 for all 26 men. 

The nine transports mentioned earlier cover approximately 25 percent 
of the total number of deportees. They were escorted by the 4th Company 
of Police Guard Battalion XIII, which would suggest that the remaining 
75% were accompanied by other companies of this battalion. 

However, the document mentioned above is unique, and one cannot 
think of gaps in the above-mentioned file, because it provides the complete 
picture of payments made in August and September 1944. 

Periodically, in fact, an account statement of “Special Account No. 
12300” was prepared, which contained all payments made by the ghetto 
administration. We are interested in “Account statement of 20 September 
1944 Special Account Nr. 12300,” which covers the period from 1 March 
to 20 September 1944 (pp. 188-190). Here, the payment mentioned above 
is recorded in this way, dated 6 September (p. 189): 

“Payment to Pol.Guard Battl. XII, Litzmannstadt / Debit RM. 2,331” 

In addition to this, there is only one other payment to a police battalion, 
dated 5 August, worded as follows (p. 188): 

“Zahlung an Schutzpolizei, Transportkosten / Ausgang RM. 2.250 RM.” 

“Payment to protective police, transport costs / Debit RM. 2.250 RM.” 
The pertinent payment form states (p. 243): 

“Receipt. 

It is hereby confirmed to have received from the ghetto administration for 

the Ist Comp. 2nd Guard Battl. 9, of the protective polic RM 2.250,--. 

Litzmannstadt, 5 Aug. 1944.” 

This payment, however, referred to the ten transports of June to July men- 
tioned earlier, as can be seen from an undated “Proof on transportation 
costs” (p. 244) consisting of seven columns, of which only the first four are 
filled in (“Serial No.,” “Rank,” “Last Name,” “First Name’’). It contains a 
list of 22 names with ranks of the protective police. A handwritten note 
next to the header reads, “10 transports Tel 12262 1 Comp. 1st Lt. Brandt” 
(First Lieutenant of the Protective Police Richard Brandt is the first name 
on the list). The following three empty columns are headed “Fees f. June,” 
“Fees f. July,” and “Receipt.” At the bottom, again handwritten, is the 
number 2,250, the same amount as on the “Receipt.” 
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Also linked to these transports is an “invoice” from the “Litzmannstadt 
Electric Streetcar Inc.” to the ghetto administration dated 3 August, which 
states (p. 92A):78° 

“For the provision of special trains for the journeys from Schlesing [a 

Lodz city district] to Main Cemetery on 5, 10, 12, and 14 July 1944 on the 

basis of the telephonic requests by Ist Lt. Gernhuber /each I car and 20 

performed wagon km). 

4 cars = 80 wagon km at RM 0.48 = RM 38.48” 

Payment was made on 23 August, as is reflected in the account statement 
mentioned earlier, which states, “Payment to Litzmannstadt Electric 
Streetcar Inc., Litzmannstadt” (p. 189). 

The file mentioned earlier contains only one other document that ex- 
plicitly refers to the general evacuation of the ghetto, a “Payment instruc- 
tion to the main treasury of the ghetto administration,” dated 8 August 
1944, in the amount of RM 50,000. It was paid to the “Deutsche 
Reichsbahn, Railway Station East,” with the subject: “Payment at the be- 
hest of Head of Office, Mr. Hans Biebow, for transportation costs of Jews” 
(p. 242). 

No doubt also related to Jewish transportation were the four payments 
to the Main Railway Station, bearing the wording “Payment to Railway 
Treasury Litzmannstadt, Main Railway Station” (pp. 188f.): 

—9 August: 50,000 RM 

— 24 August: 50,000 RM 

— 29 August: 50,000 RM 

— 7 September: 26,790 RM. 


The “Receipt” of the “Ticket Office Litzmannstadt East” of 16 August, in 
the amount of RM 120,000 (p. 239), also concerns evacuation transports.**! 
Three announcements issued by Chaim Rumkowski help to understand 
how the evacuation of the ghetto was carried out. “Announcement No. 
420” of 5 August 1944 states:**” 
“At the instigation of the mayor of Litzmannstadt, the following is an- 
nounced: 


380 One “Wagenkm” corresponds to 2 km, because the wagon had to return to the starting 
point (Zeitschrift fiir Transportwesen und Strassenbau, Vol. XI, Berlin, 1894, p. 148). In 
this case, 4 cars had to travel 10 kilometers out and back again. 

381 The “Proof of Jews processed between 16 March and 2 April 1942 — Special Train” 
gives the travel costs per person (with 50% reduced fare) as RM 2.95 for the 147 km 
from Radegast Station (Litzmannstadt) to Prybylow (located 5 km southeast of Koto). 
(See Hilberg 1981, p. 146). If we extrapolated this data to the present case, it follows 
that the ticket price for the approximately 245 km to Auschwitz was about RM 4.90, and 
that the above-mentioned RM 120,000 covered the transportation costs of about 24,500 
people. 

382 YVA, O.6-277. 
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On Tuesday, 8 Aug. 1944, are evacuated: 

Enterprise 3 — tailor shop, Hanseatenstr. 53 

and Enterprise 4 — tailor shop, Froschweg 13. 

All preparations are to be made for the departure of these enterprises. The 

machines are to be packed as soon as possible. 

The managers will be instructed to ensure that the employees of the enter- 

prises line up together. They must also make all the necessary preparations 

at home to be ready for transport. 

The maximum luggage weight is 15-20 kg. 

Family members of employees will join the transport. This is to avoid sepa- 

ration of the relatives. 

The departing persons have to gather at the responsible police stations.” 
“Announcement No. 421” dated 6 August 1944 advised that “Mr. Head of 
Office Biebow” would give a speech on 7 August at 10 a.m. “in the yard of 
the tailor shop, Hanseatenstr. 53, to the workers of the tailor enterprises 
Hanseatenstr. 53,” then at 4 p.m. “in the yard of the tailor shop, Rem- 
brandtstr. 16, to the workers of the tailor enterprises Miihlg 2.” The pres- 
ence of the workers’ family members was also recommended “so that they 
receive clarification from Mr. Biebow about the program of relocation of 
the ghetto.”3*” 

“Announcement No. 423” was issued on 7 August 1944, and had the 
subject “Further sequence of enterprises to be relocated.” It stated:**” 

“At the instigation of the Lord Mayor will leave the ghetto: 

Wednesday, 9 August 1944, 

the complete tailor shops: Miihlgasse 2 and Neustadtstrasse 28. 

The members of these enterprises must gather with their family members at 

the central prison on Tuesday, 8 August 1944, until 12 noon at the latest. 

Food and lodging will be provided. 

On Thursday, 10 August 1944, 

the complete tailor shops: Rembrandtstrasse §, 

Rembrandtstrasse 14 

and Rembrandtstrasse 16. 

The members of these enterprises must gather with their family members at 

the central prison on Wednesday, 9 August 1944, until 12 noon at the lat- 

est. As mentioned above, food and lodging will be provided.” 
It can be inferred from this that the evacuation of the ghetto was carried out 
by departments, that families were not separated, and that machinery was 
packed up and taken along. 

In addition, the already mentioned “List of employees, cut-off date: 22 
July 1944” /based on the reports of the following work sites” allows us to 
know how many Jews belonging to the above departments were deported. 


C. MATTOGNO : POLITICS OF SLAVE LABOR 183 


“Announcement No. 420” states that, on 8 August 1944, workers from 
tailor shop Hanseatenstrasse 53, which employed 179 men and 253 wom- 
en, a total of 432, and tailor shop Froschweg 13, in which 249 men and 259 
women were employed, a total of 508, were all to be evacuated. Therefore, 
on 8 August, (432 + 508 =) 990 workers plus their family members were to 
be evacuated, but according to the document cited earlier, the 4th Company 
of Guard Battalion XIII escorted 485 people on 8 August, presumably the 
432 in question plus some family members. 

“Announcement No. 420” contains two numbers: 

On 9 August, workers from tailor shop Miihlgasse 2 (282 men and 373 
women, a total of 655) and those from tailor shop Neustadtsstrasse 28 (276 
men and 377 women, a total of 653 people) were to leave. The evacuees 
were thus to be (655 + 653 =) 1,308, plus their families. 

On 10 August, three more shops of the tailor department, located at 
Rembrandtstrasse No. 8 (288 men and 388 women, total 676), No. 14 (355 
men and 310 women, total 665) and No. 16 (237 men and 459 women, to- 
tal 696), were to be evacuated. Therefore, (676 + 665 + 696 =) 2,037 
workers plus their families were to be deported on this day.**™* 

In the speech Biebow gave on 7 August 1944 to the workers of the tai- 
lor shop at Rembrandtstasse 16, to which I will return later, he stated: 

“Subsequently, Miihlg. and Neustadt 8 will leave. According to the Eldest, 

this is 1000 men, with family members at least 2000 persons. So, if the wife 

works in the tailor shop, the husband currently in the carpet department, he 
goes along. Families go together to the various camps, are relocated; fac- 
tories are built.” (Eisenbach 1946, pp. 267f.) 

Reports from the ghetto administration show the following: 


11 August 1944:°*4 
“Finally, Czarnulla remarks that 3,000 Jews are being loaded at Radegast 


station today.” 


12 August 1944:** 
“On the evening of 11 August, Biebow reports to Czarnulla from the ghetto 


administration that 2710 (Jews?) left today. He (Biebow) had started at 
6:00 a.m. sharp, and wanted to do it again the next day.” 


383 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 21344, sygn. 29260, p. 16. “Aufstellung der Beschaeftigten Sticht- 
ag: 22. Juli 1944 /auf Grund der Berichte der nachstehenden Arbeitsstellen/.” This is a 
list of all the enterprises in the ghetto, with their identifying number, the name of the 
work place, the address, the number of men and women who worked there, and the total 
number. It is divided into three parts: I: 86 enterprises; II: 32 enterprises; II: 25 enter- 
prises. A total of 63,856 people were employed there, 26,273 men and 37,583 women. 

38411. August 1944. Verwaltungsstelle Getto, Litzmannstadt. YVA, O.51-13, p. 49. 

385 12. August 1944. Verwaltungsstelle Getto, Litzmannstadt. YVA, O.51-13, p. 47. 
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In contrast to this, the report of the 4th Company of Police Guard Battalion 
XII mentions 2,508 deportees. 


28 August 1944:3% 
“Czarnulla from the Litzmannstadt ghetto administration, who is staying 
with the district leadership in Posen, asks Biebow on 28 August for num- 
bers. Biebow states that about 60,000 Jews have been transported away, so 
that 8,000 are still in the ghetto. The next day, two more trains would be on 
their way, and it could be expected that everyone would be gone by 31 Au- 
gust.” 

To draw more-precise elements from the documents set out above, we need 

to examine them in the context of the Glaser List. 


2.6. The Glaser List 


In the following table, I compare the data resulting from the Glaser List 
and the “List of Jewish Transports” regarding the arrival of deportees from 
the Lodz Ghetto at Auschwitz during the period in which they were rec- 
orded there (9 August to 18 September 1944). 


Table 2.11: Jews Arriving at Auschwitz from the Lodz Ghetto — Glaser 
List versus Registered Deportees 


Date : Registered Deportees 
[d/m/44] Clases Tas (List of Jewish Transports) Ree: 
9/8 288 / / 


11/8 440 / / 


16/8 400 B-6454-6853 


386 28, August 1944. Verwaltungsstelle Getto, Litzmannstadt. YVA, O.51-13, p. 43. 
38™Croat Jews from Litzmannstadt.” 
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Date 
[d/m/44] 


Glaser List 


Registered Deportees 


(List of Jewish Transports) Reg. Nos. 


23/8 


557 


/ / 


24/8 


222 B-7905-—8 126 


26/8 


748 


28/8 


568 


30/8 


483 


31/8 


245 


2/9 


393 B-8210—8602 


8/9 


50 B-9767—9816 


18/9 


/ 


150 B-10270—10419 


Totals: 


15,424 


3.074 


On 17 August, the Glaser List has eight arrivals, while the List of Jewish 
Transports has 270. On 24 August, the Glaser List has no arrival, while in 
the List of Jewish Transports has 222. This confirms that, even for the Jews 
from the Lodz Ghetto, the Glaser List refers to inmates sent to the Transit 
Camp, and does not include those regularly registered. 

Jews from the Lodz Ghetto were registered on their day of arrival until 
31 August; registrations after this date concern drafts from the Transit 
Camp. Until 31 August, 1,423 Jews had been registered, so the total num- 
ber of Jews who arrived at Auschwitz was (15,424 + 1,423 =) 16,839. 


388 Strzelecki found 3,055 registered Jews (2005, pp. 56f.). 
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A problem arises here, however. Strzelecki publishes eleven inmate 
personnel cards concerning Jews residing (“Wohnort”) in the Lodz Ghetto, 
which give the inmates’ personal data, including the admission day at 
Auschwitz Camp (“Admitted on...”). In five cases, the admission date is 
incongruent. The relevant inmates are (page nos. of Strzelecki 2005): 


— Abbe, Hersz, born in 1910, “Admitted on 8 Aug. 44” (p. 260) 

— Ajzen, Hersz, 1928, “Admitted on 8 Aug. 44” (p. 244) 

— Abramsohn, Dawid, 1929, “Admitted on 12 Aug. 44” (p. 244) 

— Glowacka, Laja, “Admitted on 12 Aug. 44” (p. 262) 

— Auer, Idek, 1923, “Admitted on 25 Aug. 44” (p. 261) 
None of them appears as having been admitted on these dates on the List of 
Jewish Transports. To these, we can add the inmate personnel card of Dy- 
mant Marek, born in Lodz in 1927, who was admitted on 14 August 
1944,**° but there were no registrations on this day either. 

The case of Pankowski Abram, born in Lodz in 1928, is problematic, 
because the archives of the former Sachsenhausen Camp have two inmate 
personnel cards for him: according to the first, he was admitted at Ausch- 
witz on 12 August 1944,*”° according to the other on 24 August*”! 

The registration numbers of the “B” series are consecutive and continu- 
ous, without any gaps, so one cannot imagine that the above-mentioned 
inmates were registered there. Moreover, the female List of Jewish Trans- 
ports does not contain any records of Jews from L6dz, but Laja Glowacka 
was precisely a woman. The most likely thing, therefore, is that these Jews 
did not come directly from the Lodz Ghetto, but from other locations. We 
need to remember that, from March to July 1944, at least 8,841 Jews were 
transferred “for work” from the ghetto. To these, we must also add 90 Jews 
transferred on 4 May 1944;*? 50 on 17 May;*°? 30 on 27 May;*”* 60 on 30 
May;*”° and 50 on June 23. This yields a total of 280 Jews. Thus, before 
the beginning of the August mass deportation, more than 9,000 Jews had 
already been transferred, who had their residence in the ghetto. This resi- 
dence passed into their inmate personnel card, which were compiled at the 
destination camps. 

The account of the 4th Company of Police Guard Battalion XIII men- 
tions nine transports to Auschwitz totaling 16,960 people. The first two 


389 ISD, 1424855. 

39 ISD, 1671771. 

391 ISD, 1671773. 

392 APL, PSZ, 1223, pp. 11f., list of names. 
393 Thid., p. 9, list of names. 

3%4 Tbid., pp. 10, list of names. 

39 Tbid., pp. 5f., list of names. 
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were rather small (562 on 5 August and 485 on the 8th), while the remain- 
ing seven transported included altogether 15,913 people, averaging 2,273 
people per transport. 

This police company carried out its mission every third day (with one 
exception: after the transport on 11 August, its next mission was four days 
later, on the 15"). This probably corresponds to one day out, one day back 
and one day off. 

This poses a fundamental problem: since the 4th Company of Police 
Guard Battalion XIII escorted only nine transports, which police unit ac- 
companied the others? 

According to a rational organization of work, there should have been 
two more police companies, for example a Ist and a 2nd company of this 
battalion. These three units could have had to the following hypothetical 
order of service: 


— 4th Company: 5 August — Auschwitz; 6 August — Lodz; 7 August: 
day off; 8 August — Auschwitz 

— Ist Company: 6 August — Auschwitz; 7 August — Lodz; 8 August: 
day off; 9 August + Auschwitz 

— 2nd Company: 7 August — Auschwitz; 8 August — Lodz; 9 August: 
day off; 10 August — Auschwitz 

— 4th Company: 8 August — Auschwitz; 9 August — Lodz; 10 August: 
day off; 11 August — Auschwitz. 


But in the extant documentation, there is no trace of any involvement of 
the other two companies, or any other escort unit, in these deportations. 
Roman Smolorz, the only scholar who has published and examined the 
document in question, rightly notes that the 16,960 deportees who were 
escorted to Auschwitz by the 4th Company of Police Guard Battalion XIII 
constitute “one quarter (25.31%) of all Jews transferred there” (Smolorz, p. 
294). However, he does not even ask by whom the remaining roughly 
50,000 deportees were escorted, let alone address this question. In this re- 
gard he merely states (ibid., p. 297): 
“Since the evacuation of the Litzmannstadt Ghetto had already begun be- 
fore August 1944, it can be assumed that the 4th Company of the Guard 
Battalion XIII for special use also accompanied the ten transports with 
7,000 people to Chetmno for extermination between 23 June and 14 July 
1944. For the perpetrators, money was less of a motivation for conscien- 
tious service: the fees for the transports, as paid to the protective police, 
amounted to RM 2,250.00 in August 1944, according to a surviving source, 
and were paid from a special account no. 12300. However, since the Re- 
gensburg guard company was paid RM 2,331.00 from the same account 
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(cf. Fig. 3), monthly running costs must be assumed here; further research 

is required here.” 

As demonstrated earlier, however, the escort for the ten transports in June- 
July 1944 was done by the “1. Comp. 2. Guard Battal. 9,” which received 
for this amount of 2,250 RM. 

Furthermore, Smolorz does not explain that all payments from the ghet- 
to administration went through “Special Account No. 12300.” He also fails 
to address the fact that the “Account statement for 20 September 1944 
Special Account No. 12300,” which, as demonstrated earlier, list all pay- 
ments from 1 March to 20 September 1944, contains only this one payment 
of RM 2,331 to the 4th Company of Police Guard Battalion XIII for the 
above-mentioned nine transports. 

Therefore, Smolorz sidesteps the fundamental problem stated above: 
who escorted the remaining approximately 50,000 deportees? 

The statements quoted earlier by G. Fuchs, who in August 1944 was 
Gestapo commissar in Lédz, leave no doubt about this: he had been in- 
structed by his direct superior “to supervise the transports,” and: 

“The Jewish Order Service led the transports to the ghetto train station, 

and handed them over to the police’s transport escort squad there.” 

The problem to solve is: why is there no trace in the ghetto administra- 
tion’s account for any corresponding payments to these other police units 
for any service rendered? 

In the “Account statement for 20 September 1944 Special Account No. 
12300” mentioned above also appears a “Payment to Gestapo” of RM 
20,000 dated 29 August, but also another one in the same amount already 
on 31 July.**° This leads me to exclude that it was a payment for escort 
service of Jewish transports. The large amount also speaks against this: If a 
group of 26 policemen whose total pay was RM 259 was sufficient to es- 
cort one transport, these RM 20,000 would have been enough to cover 
(20,000 + 259 =) over 77 transports, which is far too much. 

Without more documents, it is impossible to solve this problem, and for 
the time being it is enough to have raised it. 

Returning to the subject of deportation to Auschwitz, one must first fix 
its chronological limits. 

Strzelecki states that the evacuation of the ghetto began on 8 or 9 Au- 
gust 1944 (Strzelecki 2005, p. 35), and that the last transport left on 29 Au- 
gust (ibid., p. 36). Julian Baranowski gives the period 9-29 August (Bar- 
anowski, p. 100). There is, however, a communication from Biebow dated 
30 August that states:*°” 


39 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 21412, syg. 29326a, pp. 1034-1035. 
397 Verwaltungsstelle Getto, Litzmannstadt. 31. August 1944. YVA, O.51-13, p. 42. 
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“Today (30 Aug.) at 6.00 o’clock, the ghetto had been cleared of the last 

Jews.” 

A. Eisenbach states instead that the evacuation of the ghetto took place 
from 2 to 30 August (Eisenbach 1946, p. 266). However, the “Announce- 
ment No. 417” of 2 August 1944 says explicitly (Strzelecki 2005, p. 204): 
“At the instigation of the mayor of Litzmannstadt, the ghetto has to be relo- 
cated. The factories go to work united with their families. The first 
transport leaves on 3 August 1944. Every day, 5,000 people have to turn 
themselves in. The luggage must not exceed 15-20 kg.” 
The deportations thus took place from 3 to 30 August 1944, within 28 
days. On average, (67,000 + 28 =) 2,393 people were evacuated each day. 
It is documented that in seven transports (on 11, 15, 18, 21, 24, 27 and 30 
August) 15,913 people were evacuated, an average of 2,273 per transport, 
which is almost the same average. 

If the first two, decidedly anomalous transports of 562 and 485 depor- 
tees are also taken into account, this results in about 17,000 deportees in 
nine transports, and about 50,000 in 19, an average of about 2,630. This 
figure is somewhat higher than the highest documented figure: 2,508 per- 
sons for the 11-August transport. This is also the order of magnitude result- 
ing from testimonies. 

Szyja Lajzerowicz stated that he arrived at Auschwitz with a transport 
of 2,500 people (see Chapter 2.7). Jehuda Widawski asserted that his 
transport numbered 2,000 people (ibid., p. 336). Clandestine messages 
from the Auschwitz resistance, which I will deal with in Chapter 2.9, 
stripped of their fictitious embellishments, offer two other important clues. 
They mention a transport from the Lodz Ghetto containing 2,500 people — 
the same figure given by Lajzerowicz — and one of 40 railway cars, which 
means (2,500 +: 40 =) about 62 people per car, with luggage of 15-20 kg. 

Therefore, to fall within the normal average, one would have to assume 
21 transports = 2,380 people per transport. This implies that on 5 and 8 
August, two transports left instead of just one. Sending just 562 and 485 
deportees to Auschwitz, considering that on average each car contained 60 
people, thus eight or ten cars, is implausible. I showed earlier that, accord- 
ing to “Announcement No. 420,” 990 workers plus their family members 
were to be deported on 8 August. In the 7-August speech quoted earlier, 
Biebow alluded to the deportation of “1000 men, with family members at 
least 2000 persons.” Hence, it is likely that about 2,000 people were de- 
ported that day. The same is undoubtedly true for 5 August. “Announce- 
ment No. 417” ordered that 5,000 people show up each day, evidently the 
number for two consecutive transports. 
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“Announcement No. 418” of 4 August 1944, which had as its object 
“Relocation of the Ghetto,” stated (Eisenbach 1946, p. 269): 

“Since Enterprises I and III (tailor shop, Hanseatenstrasse 34/36 and Han- 

seatenstrasse 45)°°! did not comply with Announcements No. 417 of 2 

Aug. 44 concerning the relocation of the ghetto, the following was ordered 

with immediate effect: 

1. The food rations for the members of the tailor shops I and II will be sus- 

pended with immediate effect. 

2. Whoever harbors, hides or feeds a member of tailor shops I and II will 

be punished by death. 

Sgd. The Lord Mayor of Litzmannstadt.”’ 

It is therefore possible that only 562 and 485 people were present at the 
morning assembly on 5 and 8 August, and that only these were deported. 
The remainder was rounded up and deported in the afternoon or evening of 
that day. However, these are mere speculations based on the clues present- 
ed above. 

Another problem arises here: why do the first transports (including the 
ascertained one of 562 people on 5 August) not appear on the Glaser List? 
And why do the Glaser List and the List of Jewish Transports contain no 
entries for 12 and 14 August? 

In the orthodox perspective, the only possible explanation is that these 
transports were “gassed” in their entirety. In view of the very high percent- 
age of Jews interned at Auschwitz, however, this hypothesis is untenable, 
not least because the evacuation of the ghetto, as I explained earlier, took 
place by labor departments. The transports encompassed working men and 
women, plus children from the age of 9 (see above, Table 2.5), and also 
their family members. Transports exclusively containing persons unfit for 
work destined for alleged comprehensive gassing simply do not fit into this 
logistical organization. 

The only sensible explanation is that they did not pass through the Zen- 
tralsauna — so they were not recorded on the Glaser List — but through the 
disinfestation building of the Gypsy Camp. After the transfer of the re- 
maining Gypsies on 2 August 1944,*” this camp section became the 
Auschwitz camp section for male Jews from Lodz. And it is possible that 
other transports, or parts of transports, were subsequently admitted to this 
section as well. 


3°8 These two enterprises had a workforce of 579 and 217 workers, respectively, hence a 
total of 796 people, who were to be deported with their families. APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 
21344, sygn. 29260, p. 16. “Aufstellung der Beschaeftigten Stichtag: 22. Juli 1944 /auf 
Grund der Berichte der nachstehenden Arbeitsstellen/.” 

399 About D. Czech’s relative extermination obsessions see Mattogno 2022, entry for 2 Au- 
gust 1944, pp. 224-231. 
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It can moreover be inferred from the above that transports which left the 
ghetto were usually registered in Auschwitz on the next day, the last one 
on the 31st. 

The Glaser List and the List of Jewish Transports contain 33 entries, but 
this does not necessarily mean that there were 33 transports. In fact, this 
can be ruled out. If the first entry (9 August) refers to the transport of 485 
people on 8 August, there were at least five other transports from 3 to 7 
August, so in total they would be 38. Some (67,000 + 38 =) 1,760 people 
would have been deported per transport on average. However, this clashes 
with the average of the seven transports mentioned earlier, which was 
2,273 deportees. Therefore, the nine transports with double or triple regis- 
trations on the same day as per the Glaser List (9 to 31 August) were actu- 
ally subdivisions of a single transport. 

The fact that Glaser List and the List of Jewish Transports contain 33 
entries therefore means that several transports were split into two or more 
parts before being admitted to the Zentralsauna. 

The report of the ghetto administration office of 14 August 1944 reports 
about Biebow’s communications of the previous day:*” 

“In his opinion, at least another 150 railway cars would be needed for the 

removal, since it would be necessary to take care that the barracks were 

also included.” 
The report of 31 August sets out the planned deportation of 500 Jews from 
the ghetto to Obersitz (Polish Obrzycko), an subcamp of the Stutthof 
Camp, and to Samter (Posznan District). The antecedents are not known, 
nor is it known what happened next. Strzelecki outlines the fate of the 
“metal group” in the ghetto, stating that 

“the entire ‘department,’ its equipment and its Jewish workforce were 

originally to be transferred to Szamotuty near Poznan (or nearby Obrzyck 

[sic]), but the decision was changed and they were sent to Dresden in- 

stead.” 

The inmates of the “metal group” were sent to Auschwitz and then to Stutt- 
hof, from where they 

“were sent for a time to Szamotuty (or Obrzyck) first to unload machinery 

exported from the Ghetto and then to load it into freight cars that would 

take it to Dresden. [...| There in the factory halls the work group had to in- 
stall the machinery that had been brought over from the Ghetto.” 

(Strzelecki 2005, p. 86) 

On 22 July 1944, the so-called “metal group” consisted of three groups, 
which were called Metal Department I, II and II. 2,154 people worked in 
it (1,581 men and 573 women).*7 


400 14, August 1944. Verwaltungsstelle Getto, Litzmannstadt. YVA, O.51-13, p. 46. 
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Neither the Glaser List nor the List of Jewish Transports records wom- 
en from the Lodz Ghetto who came to Auschwitz. Strzelecki mentions four 
(registration numbers 87095-87098), who would have been registered on 
22 August, and “probably several dozen” in November 1944, “between A- 
27700 and A-27871” (Strzelecki 2005, p. 56). No sources are not given. 
Czech states that two inmates were registered on 22 August with numbers 
87095 and 87096 (Czech 1990, p. 694). However, in this case they would 
have been in the “A” series, in which the Jews were registered. According 
to the Arolsen Tracing Service, numbers 87096 and 87096 were in fact 
attributed to “Dds ‘Adriatic Coastland.’“*” 

The lists of detainees found by the Soviets in the Auschwitz-Birkenau 
complex*” contain few numbers between A-27700 and A-27871 belonging 
to Polish female detainees, and only one was from Lédz (A-27665).*™ 

Strzelecki attempted to reconstruct the transfer of female inmates from 
Lodz admitted to the Auschwitz Camp on the basis of transports of Lodz 
Ghetto Jews from Auschwitz to other camps. He presents this study in his 
Chapter 4, headlined “‘Deposit’ prisoners and their deportation into the 
Reich’s interior” (Strzelecki 2005, pp. 72-117), and summarizes the rele- 
vant transfers as follows (ibid., p. 114): 


— Stutthof: “circa 7,000 prisoners, chiefly women” 
— Gross-Rosen: “at least 7,000 prisoners, mainly men” 
— Bergen-Belsen: “c. 2,000 women” 
— Dachau: “c. 2,000 men” 
— Neuengamme: “at least 450 prisoners, mainly men” 
— Flossenbiirg: “at least 600 prisoners, mainly women” 
— Buchenwald, KL Mauthausen, KL Sachsenhausen: “around 1,000, 
mainly women.” 
Hence, Strzelecki concluded that about 9,450 male Jews and about 10,600 
female Jews from the Lodz Ghetto were lodged in the Birkenau Transit 
Camp, about 20,000 in total. 
Strzelecki states that, of the approximately 67,000 deportees, 67% were 
killed in the alleged gas chambers (ibid., p. 48). He then reiterates this by 
adding that the remaining 33% “were not immediately exterminated” 


401 APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 21344, syg. 29260, p. 399. 

402 Internationaler Suchdienst Arolsen (International Tracing Service). Arolsen, den 15. 
Dezember 1957. Hdftlingsnummernverteilung in Konzentrationslager. Auschwitz. 
Nummern-Serie (Frauen), p. 34 of the ist. 

403 GARF, 7021-108-22 and 7021-108-23. 

404 GARF, 7021-108-22, p. 30. Five inmates from L6dz who arrived at Auschwitz in August 
1944 had numbers B-14764, B-14820, B-14827, B-14828 and B-14894 (ibid., pp. 66, 
77, 95, 181). They had undoubtedly been registered by the “Transit Camp,” probably 
with other inmates. 
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(ibid., p. 56), and finally specifies that this corresponds to 22,000 admitted 
to the camp, with 19,000 of them not getting registered in the Transit 
Camp, while the remaining 3,000 were registered (ibid., p. 114). 

I note at once that the number of male Jews he adduced (9,450) is much 
lower than that resulting from the lists examined earlier (16,839). As far as 
the female Jews are concerned, I first report a collection of testimonies of 
former female inmates (but also of former male inmates). These were de- 
posited in the immediacy of events (1945-1946) and were not considered 
by Strzelecki. The intent is to establish when these women were deported 
to Auschwitz, how long they stayed there, and where they were transferred 
later.*°° 


2.7. Testimonies of Jews Deported from the Lodz 
Ghetto in August 1944 


Since 1945, the British have been questioning huge numbers of former 
camp inmates during their investigations leading up to their various show 
trials against so-called German “war criminals.” Some of these former in- 
mates were male and female Jews who had been deported from the Lodz 
Ghetto in August 1944. I report the essentials of the most important testi- 
monies. 
Pola Hineberg was 
“deported to Auschwitz from the Lodz ghetto in August 1944. After several 
days in Birkenau, she was transferred to the Freiburg sub-camp of 
Flossenbiirg Concentration Camp.” 
She stated furthermore (Swiebocka, p. 133): 
“T spent a very short time in the Auschwitz camp. As far as I remember, it 
was only two or three days. [...] My whole group of Jewish women from 
Lodz must have been designated from the start for transfer to another camp 
and because of this we were kept outside until we left Auschwitz, on a con- 
crete (cement) square ‘behind the barracks’.”’ 
Jehuda Widawski was 
“deported from the Lodz ghetto to Auschwitz Concentration Camp, along 
with his parents, three brothers and sister, on August 30, 1944. [...] After 
eight days in the former ‘Gypsy camp’ (sector BHe) in Auschwitz, Jehuda 
Widawski was transferred to the Friedland sub-camp of Gross-Rosen Con- 


405 Strzelecki devoted a section of his book to “Accounts and recollections” (2005, pp. 281- 
338), but these are mostly very late statements selected for the purpose of showing living 
conditions at Auschwitz and other camps. 
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centration Camp, where he was liberated. Auschwitz was a ‘deposit camp’ 

for him — that is, he was not registered or given a camp number.” 

The witness stated furthermore: 
“T spent eight days in Birkenau. Along with the others transported from the 
ghetto, I was sent from the sauna to the so-called Gypsy camp. Along with 
a large number of my fellow veterans of the ghetto, I was taken back to the 
sauna on September 8, 1944, but this was not the same sauna where we 
had gone through the procedure of admission to the camp. [...] We were 
again given other clothing, this time consisting entirely of worn but laun- 
dered striped camp uniforms. On this same day, we were transferred to the 
Gross-Rosen sub-camp in Friedland.” (ibid., pp. 134f.) 

Natek Jakobowicz:“” 
“IT was a prisoner for 9 1/2 months and then taken to the Ghetto at Lodz, 
where I remained until August 1944. I was then taken to Auschwitz and re- 
mained here for about three months before being sent to a working camp at 
Brunswick [Braunschweig]. ”’ 

Gedaljahn Wyrobnik:*”” 
“T am 23 years of age and of Polish Nationality. I was arrested in May 
1940 and taken to the Ghetto at Lodz. In August 1944 I was transferred to 
Auschwitz and in September to Braunschweig.” 

Julius Jacubowicz:** 
“Tam 18 years of age and of Polish nationality. I was arrested and taken to 
the Ghetto al Lodz in May 1940 and transferred to Auschwitz on 24th. Au- 
gust 1944. After spending 10 days there I was taken to Braunschweig 
where I remained for two weeks before being sent to Vechelde, 12 kilome- 
ters from Braunschweig.” 

Sala Zuker:* 
“T am Jewish and in August 1944 was arrested at the LODZ Ghetto and 
take to AUSCHWITZ Concentration Camp. I was there for three days and 
was then sent to WALDESLUST Concentration Camp. Hambiihren.” 

Josia Lichtman:*"° 
“T am a Jewess and in August 1944 the Germans arrested me in the Ghetto 
at Lodz. I was taken to AUSCHWITZ concentration camp, were I remained 
for three days and was then sent to WALDESLUST concentration camp, 


406 Examination of Natek Jakobowicz, 24 August 1945. Exhibit No. 42c. TNA, WO 309- 
1699. 

407 Deposition of Gedaljahn Wyrobnik, 23 August 1945. Exhibit No. 322. TNA, WO 309- 
1698. 

408 Deposition of Jacubowicz Julius, 23 August 1945. Exhibit No. 325, ibid. 

409 Summary of Examination of Sala Zuker, 27 October 1945. Exhibit No. 400, ibid. 

410 Summary of Examination of Josia Lichtman of Kunov, 29 October 1945. Exhibit No. 
401, ibid. 
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Hambueren Kreis Celle. There were about 400 women in that camp and 
REDDEHASE was the Commandant.” 

Chaja Pomeranc:*!! 
“Tam Jewish and in August 1944 the Germans arrested me in the Ghetto in 
LODZ. I was taken to AUSCHWITZ Concentration Camp, where I re- 
mained for three days and was then sent to WALDESLUST Concentration 
Camp near Hambiiren, near CELLE.” 

Stella Levinska (Lewinska):*!” 
“Tam 14 years of age, of Polish nationality born at LODZ, Poland on the 
21st June 1931. [...] 
I am Jewish, and in August 1944 the Germans arrested me at the ghetto in 
LODZ: I was taken to AUSCHWITZ Concentration Camp, where I re- 
mained for three days, and was later sent to WALDESLUST Concentration 


Camp, Hambiiren, Kreis Celle.” 
413 


Sala Najman: 
“T am Jewish, and in August 1944 the Germans arrested me in the Ghetto 


at LODZ: I was taken to AUSCHWITZ Concentration Camp, where I re- 
mained for three days, and was then sent to the WALDESLUST Concentra- 
tion Camp, Hambiiren, Kreis Celle. There were about 400 women in this 


Camp; REDDEHASE was the Commandant.” 
(414 


Sonja Bercholz: 
“T am Jewish, and in August 1944 the Germans arrested me at the Ghetto 


in LODZ. I was taken to AUSCHWITZ Concentration Camp, where I re- 
mained for three days, and was then sent to WALDESLUST Concentration 
Camp. Hambiiren, Kreis Celle.” 

Ita Cytryn:*" 
“Tam a Jewess and in August, 1944, the Germans arrested me in the Ghet- 
to at LODZ. I was taken to AUSCHWITZ Concentration Camp, where I 
remained for two days, and was then sent to WALDESLUST Labour Camp, 
HAMBUREN, Kreis CELLE.” 

Jenta Lichtman:*'© 
“Tama Jewess and in August, 1944, the Germans arrested me in the Ghet- 
to at Lodz. I was taken to AUSCHWITZ Concentration Camp, where I re- 
mained for two days, and was then sent to WALDESLUST Labour Camp, 
HAMBUREN, Kreis CELLE.” 


411 Summary of Examination of Chaja Pomeranc, 27 October 1945. Exhibit No. 403, ibid. 
412 Summary of Examination of Stella Levinska (Lewinska), 27 October 1945. Exhibit No. 
404, ibid. 

413 Summary of Examination of Sala Najman of LODZ, Poland, 27 October 1945. Exhibit 
No. 405, ibid. 

414 Summary of Examination of Sonja Bercholz, 27 October 1945. Exhibit No. 406, ibid. 
415 Summary of Examination of Ita Cytryn, 26 November 1945. Exhibit No. 440, ibid. 

416 Summary of Examination of Jenta Lichtman, 26 November 1945. Exhibit No. 441, ibid. 
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Reva Cytryn:*!” 
“T am a Jewess [and] I was taken to the Lodz Ghetto on the Ist May, 1940, 


and had to live there until the 28th August, 1944. I was then taken to 
AUSCHWITZ Concentration Camp for four days, and from there went to 
STUDHOF [sic] Concentration Camp near DANZIG until the 22nd April, 
1945, [...] We arrived at AUSCHWITZ thirty-six hours later.” 

Arie Hajschreck:*!* 
“T am a Jew [and] I was sent to Ghetto at LODZ on 12th. March 1940. I 
remained there until I was taken to AUSCHWITZ on 29th. August 1944, 
where I stayed until moved to ALTHAMMER on 15th. September 1944.” 

Syma Calel-Warszawska:*!” 
“TI was arrested in March 1940 and taken to the Ghetto at LODZ, where I 
remained until 21st August 1944 then being sent to AUSCHWITZ Concen- 
tration Camp. After three days at AUSCHWITZ I was trasferred to the 
WALDESLUST Labour Camp [...]”’ 

Chaske Liebka:*”° 
“IT am 17 years of age of POLISH nationality born at RIPIN, POLAND. 
[ssa]? 
In May 1940 I was sent to the Ghetto at LODZ, because I am a Jew and I 
remained there until August 1944. I was taken to the AUSCHWITZ Con- 
centration Camp and in September 1944 to the Concentration Campat 
HANNOVER-STECKEN [Stocken].”’ 

Schmulek Blumenstein:*”! 
“In April 1940 I was taken to the LODZ Ghetto (Granatstrasse 24) because 
Iam a Jew. In August 1944 I was sent to AUSCHWITZ Concentration 
Camp and 10 days later to the HANNOVER-STECKEN Concentration 
Camp... [...] When we arrived at HANNOVER-STECKEN from AUSCH- 
WITZ our transport consisted of more than 1000 men.” 

Moses Kliegermann:*” 
“IT was arrested by the Germans in May 1942, because I am a Jew, and was 
taken to the Ghetto in LODZ. In August 1944 I was transferred to 
AUSCHWITZ Concentration Camp where I stayed until September 1944 
then being sent to HANNOVER-STECKEN. ” 


Michael Lemberger:** 


417 Summary of Examination of Reva Cytryn, 6 December 1945. Exhibit No. 445, ibid. 

418 Summary of Examination of Arie Hajschreck, 5 December 1945. Exhibit No. 450, ibid. 

419 Summary of Examination of Syma Calel-Warszawska, 10 December 1945. Exhibit No. 
466, ibid. 

#20 Summary of Examination of Chaske Liebka, 31 December 1945. Exhibit No. 483, ibid. 

#1 Summary of Examination of Schmulek Blumenstein, 2 December 1945. Exhibit No. 
494, ibid. 

422 Summary of Examination of Moses Kliegermann, 22 December 1945. Exhibit No. 497, 
ibid. 


C. MATTOGNO : POLITICS OF SLAVE LABOR 197 


“In April 1940 I was arrested because I am a Jew, and was sent to the 
Ghetto at LODZ, where I remained until August 1944, when I was sent to 
AUSCHWITZ Concentration Camp. In September 1944 I was transferred 
to HANNOVER-STECKEN (sic) [...]” 

Samuel Toronczyk:** 
“In July 1942 I was taken to the LODZ Ghetto (ZYDOWSKA 18) where I 
remained until August 1944 when I was transferred to AUSCHWITZ Con- 
centration Camp and then, fourteen day later, to the HANNOVER- 
STECKEN [sic] Concentration Camp.” 

Paul Beder:*”° 
“IT was taken to the LODZ Ghetto in March 1940 because I am a Jew and 
had to live at Wolborska 25 until August 1944. I was then sent to AUSCH- 
WITZ for three weeks and from there to the DORA Concentration Camp 
near Nordhausen. ” 

Bella Kopik:*”° 
“On I5th May 1942 I was arrested by the Germans because I am a Jewess 
and taken to the Ghetto at LODZ. In August 1944 I was taken to AUSCH- 
WITZ for 14 days and then to the HARBURG Concentration Camp near 
HAMBURG.” 

Rosa Kamelgarn:*”’ 
“T lived in PABIANICE until 15th May 1942 when, being a Jewess, I was 
sent to LODZ Ghetto. About August 1944 I was taken to AUSCHWITZ and 
in the same month was sent to HARBURG Labour camp. I stayed there for 
two week and in September 1944 I was taken to SASEL.”’ 

Josef Goldband:*”* 
“In April 1940 the street in which I lived in LODZ became part of the 
Ghetto and, being a Jew, I was forced to live there until August 1944. I was 
then sent to AUSCHWITZ for about a week and from there to the 
KAUFERING Concentration Camp near DACHAU.” 

Fanny Miller: 
“On 17th May 1942 I was taken to the Ghetto at LODZ, because I am a 
Jewess, and had to live there until August 1944. I was then sent to 
AUSCHWITZ, where I remained for two weeks and was then taken to BEL- 
SEN.” 


423 Summary of Examination of Michael Lemberger, 2 December 1945. Exhibit No. 502, 
ibid. 

4 Summary of Examination of Samuel Toronczyk, 2 December 1945. Exhibit No. 503, 
ibid. 

5 Summary of Examination of Paul Beder, 2 January 1946. Exhibit No. 514, ibid. 

26 Summary of Examination of Bella Kopik, 6 January 1946. Exhibit No. 532, ibid. 

27 Summary of Examination of Rosa Kamelgarn, 18 January 1946. Exhibit No. 536, ibid. 

28 Summary of Examination of Josef Goldband, 18 January 1946. Exhibit No. 537, ibid. 

°° Deposition of Fanny Miller, 26 January 1946. Exhibit No. 538, ibid. 
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Aron Jakubowicz:**° 
“In September 1939 I was drafted into the Polish Army as a Tank Driver. 
In early November 1939, when things locked quite hopeless for the Poles I 
deserted near KUTNA and returned to my home at LODZ. In March 1940 
German officials appointed me their Driver and I had to live at Brunner- 
strasse 19, WARTA, near LODZ. At the end of August 1942 I had to return 
to my home at the LODZ Ghetto and lived there until August 1944, when I 
was transferred to the FRIEDLAND Labour Camp near BRESLAU, where 


the Russians liberated me on 9th May 1945.” 
431 


David Lipka: 
“In May 1940 I was sent to the LODZ Ghetto, because I am a Jew, and re- 


mained there until August 1944, when I was taken to the AUSCHWITZ 
Concentration Camp. In September 1944 I was transferred to the Concen- 
tration Camp at HANNOVER-STECKEN... [...] On our arrival from 
AUSCHWITZ at HANNOVER-STECKEN I, together with between 350 to 
400 other men from this transport, was put into Block 2.” 
Gedalie Fuchs:*” 

“On 17th May 1942 I was moved to the Ghetto at LODZ, Zawisza 38. In 
August 1944 I was sent to AUSCHWITZ and three days later to the GLEI- 


WITZ Labour Camp.” 
433 


Leon Fajwlowicz: 
“On the 28 August ‘44 I was taken from the Lodz ghetto to the concentra- 


tion camp at Auschwitz, from which, after 8 days, I was taken with a group 
of about 1000 Lodz Jews to Hannover-Stocken. ” 

Motek Diament:*¥ 
“On 27th Aug. 1944, I was deported from LODZ Ghetto together with oth- 
er Jews to Concentration Camp OSWIECIM (Auschwitz). Ten days later I 
was transferred with another party of Jews to Concentration Camp in 
STOCKEN.”’ 

Lajb Kochanski:**° 
“On 28th August 1944 I was deported from the Lodz ghetto together with 
other Jews to OSWIECIM (Auschwitz) Concentration Camp. On 7th of 


September 1944 I was transferred to STECKEN concentration Camp [...]” 
436 


Szyja Lajzerowicz: 


430 Deposition of Aron Jakubowicz, 30 January 1946. Exhibit No. 548, ibid. 

431 Summary of Examination of David Lipka, 29 January 1946. Exhibit No. 550, ibid. 

432 Deposition of Gedalie Fuchs, 29 January 1944. Exhibit No. 551, ibid. 

433 Translation of Deposition of Dr. Leon Fajwlowicz, 8 March 1946. Production No. 3. 
TNA, WO 311-480. 

434 Translation of Deposition of Motek Diament, 21 March 1946. Production No. 13, ibid. 

435 Translation of Deposition of Lajb Kochanski, 22 March 1946. Production No. 14, ibid. 

436 Translation of Deposition of Szyja Lajzerowicz, 27 March 1946. Production No. 18, 
ibid. 
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“During the liquidation of LODZ Ghetto I was deported with my wife and 
my daughter to OSWIECIM (Auschwitz) Concentration Camp in a party of 
2,500 Jews. I spent there eight days and was sent away with a transport of 
about 1,020 Jewish men to NORDHAVEN Concentration Camp, which was 
a part of HANNOVER-STOECKEN Concentration Camp.” 

Moniek Miedzinski:**’ 
“On 27th August 1944, I was deported with other Jews to Auschwitz and 


10 days later to STECKEN concentration camp.” 
.438 


Josef Rosenberg: 
“T was arrested on the 26th February 1940, because Iam a Jew, and taken 


to the Ghetto in LODZ where I stayed until I was sent to AUSCHWITZ 
Concentration Camp on the 23nd August 1944. On the 2nd September 1944 
I was transferred to HANNOVER-STECKEN [...]” 
Anneliese Dawidowicz:*” 
“In Sept 1944 our transport from C.C. AUSCHWITZ arrived on BELSEN 
station. We were 1000 women who have spent four years in the GHETTO 
in LODZ (POLAND) or as it was called by the SS the Dying Camp. We 
have spent four weeks in the AUSCHWITZ camp where our men, children, 
parents, brothers and sisters, were separated from, us, probably never to 
see again.” 
Ruchla Koppl:**° 
“T am 29 years of age. In January 1940 the Germans converted Lodz, 
where I lived, into a Ghetto and I was held there until about June [sic] 
1944 when I was transferred to AUSCHWITZ concentration camp. After 
about a fortnight at AUSCHWITZ I was transferred to Belsen.” 
The destinations of the evacuations were thus Waldeslust, Hannover- 
Stécken, Braunschweig, Friedland, and moreover Freiburg, Stutthof, Al- 
thammer, Gleiwitz, Dora, Harburg, Kaufering and Bergen-Belsen. 
The Encyclopedia of Camps and Ghettos, 1933-1945 provides useful 
information regarding the first three destinations. 


Waldeslust (subcamp of Bergen-Belsen). 
“The Hambiiren subcamp was located about 12 kilometres (7.5 miles) 
south of Bergen-Belsen in the village Ovelgénne, a part of the Hambiiren 
municipality. The subcamp was a little off the track in a wooded area and 
was also known as Waldeslust. The first transport probably arrived in 
Hambiiren on August 23, 1944, with 400 Jewish, predominantly Polish 


437 Translation of Deposition of Moniek Miedzinski, 20 March 1946. Production No. 21, 
ibid. 

438 Summary of Examination of Josef Rosenberg, 24 December 1945. Exhibit No. 504. 
TNA, WO 311-1326. 

439 Anneliese Dawidowicz, Report dated 11 October 1944. TNA, WO 309-425. 

440 Deposition of Ruchla Koppl, 15 June 1945. TNA, WO 235-24. 
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women. The women and girls were from the Lodz ghetto and had spent a 
few days in Auschwitz before being sent to Hambiiren. The transport com- 
prised altogether probably about 1,400 women, most of whom were 
brought to Bergen-Belsen, or to the Unterliiss subcamp, while the remain- 
ing 400 went directly to Hambiiren.” (Megargee, Part B, p. 284) 
The witnesses were transferred there after two to three days in Birkenau; 
according to Sala Najman, the transport contained 400 inmates. 


Hannover-Stécken (subcamp of Neuengamme) 
“On September 10, 1944, about 1,000 Jews were brought from Auschwitz 


to Hannover on a grueling transport by freight train that lasted several 
nights. [...] 

The prisoners in the Hannover-Stécken camp at the Continental factory 
were male Jews who had been deported from the Lodz ghetto to Auschwitz 
and selected for work outside the camp.” (ibid., p. 1146) 


Braunschweig (subcamp of Neuengamme 

“A large number of the prisoners deployed in Braunschweig near Buissing 
were Polish Jews. They had survived the Lodz ghetto and, after the ghetto’s 
liquidation, were deported to Auschwitz. In Auschwitz, representatives of 
the Btissing NAG selected them for labor details in Braunschweig. Above 
all, metalworkers were in demand. In addition to the prisoners’ claims of 
being skilled laborers, their physical appearance was the main criterion 
for selection. The prisoners arrived at Braunschweig in three transports 
between September and November 1944. The first transport of 350 prison- 
ers left Auschwitz in mid-September 1944.” (ibid., p. 1086) 


Harburg 
There is no known presence of an subcamp in Harburg, which is a suburb 


of Hamburg. Two former inmates, Bella Kopik and Rosa Kamelgarn, stat- 
ed that they were transferred there from Auschwitz in August 1944; the 
second was sent on to Sasel after two weeks, in September 1944, which is 
documented. 


Hamburg-Sasel (subcamp of Neuengamme). 
“The Sasel-Poppenbiittel camp for women was probably occupied by 500 
Polish Jewish female prisoners on September 13, 1944. This date is taken 
as the date the camp opened because most of the customs officials who 
were to guard the women commenced duty at the camp on September 13, 
1944. The prisoners had been sent from the Neuengamme/Hamburg- 
Geilenberg (Dessauer Ufer) subcamp for women to the camp at Sasel- 
Poppenbiittel. Before that they had been in Auschwitz and then sent to Des- 
sauer Ufer in the middle of August 1944. Most of the Polish women were 
held for a short time in the so-called C Camp of Auschwitz H-Birkenau, ar- 
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riving there in early August 1944. Prior to that they had been in the Lodz 
ghetto.” (ibid., p. 1125) 


Friedland (subcamp of Gross-Rosen) 

On 8 September 1944, 300 Jews were transferred from Auschwitz to the 
Friedland Labor Camp. The relevant transport list contains the headings 
“Reg. No.,” “First Name” “Last Name,” “Birth Date” and “Profession.” 
These were Polish skilled workers (electricians, locksmiths, mechanics, 
assemblers, electrician-assemblers, plumbers, printers, etc.).4! who were 
previously employed in the Lodz Ghetto. 


Althammer (subcamp of Auschwitz) 

Jews from the Lodz Ghetto were transferred there on 2, 7 and 8 September 
1944 (the number is not given; Piper 1971, p. 146). These were undoubted- 
ly already registered inmates, because a list of eleven sick inmates dated 7 
November 1944 mentions inmate registration nos. B-8660, 8661, 8707, 
8730, 8901 and 9096, who were assigned on 2 September 1944 (within the 
series B-8603-9102), and also the numbers B-9781 and 9816 who were 
assigned on 7 September (ibid, p. 152). 


Gleiwitz 

Gleiwitz was the name of four labor camps subordinate to Auschwitz 
Camp III (Monowitz), and designated I, I, HI and IV. Jews from the Lodz 
Ghetto — registered inmates — were sent to Gleiwitz I in September 1944 
(Strzelecka, p. 75). 


Hannover-Ahlem (AuBenkommando del KL Neuengamme) 

“I. In November 1944 an Aussenkommando of the main camp Neu- 
engamme was formed at HANNOVER-AHLEM. The prisoners were Polish 
Jews and had been sent from Lodz via Auschwitz after the liquidation of the 
Ghetto in the former place. 

2. The first transport of prisoners which arrived at HANNOVER-AHLEM 
in November of 1944 consisted of some 1000 Polish Jews. They were em- 
ployed in the Aussenkommando as labour for the Continental factory work- 
ing in stone mines.’*” 


441 KL. Gross-Rosen, A.L. Friedland. Friedland, den 8./9.1944. Transportliste tiber die am 
8.9.44 vom K.L. Auschwitz nach K.L. Gross-Rosen, AL. Friedland iiberstellten 300 
jiidische Haeftlinge. ISD, Ordner Nr. 27a. 

442 War Crimes Group (North-West Europe) at H.Q., B.A.O.R. Legal Section. 10 Feb 47. 
War Crimes Hannover (Ahlem Detachment) Neuengamme Concentration Camp. TNA, 
WO 311-480. 
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2.8. Transfer Balance Sheet 


Stzelecki points out that these transfers concerned “Transit Jews” who 
were in the Birkenau Transit Camp (Strzelecki 2005, p. 72). Registered 
inmates were transferred only to subcamps of the Auschwitz Camp (such 
as Althammer, Gleiwitz and Trzebinia™>). 

I note only in passing that, for the Neuengamme Complex, 2,350 male 
and 500 female inmates are documented (for Strzelecki only 450 inmates). 
For Mauthausen, at least 193 Jews from Lodz are documented. 

On 20 September 1944, 600 Jews arrived at this camp (in a transport 
with altogether 1,300 inmates), including 395 Hungarians, 193 Poles, nine 
Czechs, two Germans, and one Luxembourger.*# The Polish Jews were 
mostly born in Lodz and in the Warthegau localities whose Jews had been 
deported to the ghetto (Konskie, Zdunska, Pabianice, Wielun, Warta, Pi- 
otrkow, Lask). Of the nine Czech Jews, eight had been deported from Pra- 
gue to the Lodz Ghetto in 1941. Their names are recorded in the official 
book of deportees to and from Theresienstadt. They are the following in- 
mates (page number refer to Karny 1995, Vol. 1): 

— Alt, Leo, List No. 706; born 12 Aug. 1916, deported with the transport 

of 26 October 1941 (p. 104). 

— Blass, Karl, No. 732; born 6 May 1913, deported with the transport of 

31 October 1941 (p. 116). 

— Doktor, Otto, No. 771; born 13 Oct. 1910, deported with the transport 

of 31 October 1941 (p. 118). 

— Edelstein, Vladimir, No. 779; born 17 Apr. 1902, deported with the 

transport of 31 October 1941 (p. 118). 

— Griinberger, Franz, No. 876; born 9 Jan. 1917, deported with the 

transport of 31 October 1941 (p. 98). 

— Lustig, Alfred, No. 1025; born 14 Dec. 1891, deported with the 

transport of 26 October 1941 (p. 104). 

— Planer, Peter, No. 1069; born 12 Oct. 1918, deported with the transport 

of 21 October 1941 (p. 104). 

— Steckler, Robert, No. 1247; born 27 Feb. 1894, deported with the 

transport of 21 October 1941 (p. 100). 


443 The 97 inmates registered on 15 September 1944 (Reg. Nos. B-10173-B-10269) were 
transferred to the Trzebinia oil refinery. Lista imienna wieZniow zatrudnionych w 
Rafinerii Nafty w Trzebini. AGK, NTN, 145, pp. 95-97. 

444 Konzentrationslager Mauthausen. Schutzhaftlager. Mauthausen, den 21. September 
1944. Liste der Zuginge vom 20. September 1944 (1300 Haftlinge vom K.L. Auschwitz, 
davon 700 Polen Schutz. 600 Juden). ISD, 1319967-1319992. The 700 Jews had the 
numbers 701-1300. 
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We can infer from this that the Polish inmates mentioned earlier also came 
from the Lodz Ghetto. 

As for the Jewesses, Strzelecki states that about 7,000 were transferred 
to Stutthof, but Danuta Drywa explicitly states that “in June, July and Au- 
gust, 10,602 Hungarian female Jews came to Stutthof, and in September, 
11,464 male Jews from Lodz” (Drywa 1990, p. 17). However, the latter 
were not male Jews (Zydéw), but female Jews (Zydéwek) like the ones 
from Hungary. 

The official history of Stutthof Camp, compiled by various historians at 
the local museum, explicitly asserts that only two transports of Jews from 
the Lodz Ghetto arrived at the camp from Auschwitz, one on 28 August 
with 2,800 people, the other on 10 September with 1,750 (Drywa 1996, p. 
309). Two other transports of with female Jews arrived from Auschwitz 
during this period: one of 2,405 on 3 September (Reg. Nos. 81968-84372), 
the other of 4,501 on 27 September (Reg. Nos. 87812-92312), which con- 
tained 1,849 female Jews from Hungary, 2,615 from Poland and the Pro- 
tectorate, and 37 more from other countries.“ Three fragments of the list 
of the 3-September transport have been preserved, to which I will return 
later. From these fragments, it can be deduced that the deportees were al- 
most all Polish. Like the 2,615 deportees mentioned earlier, these also 
could only have come from the Lodz Ghetto, as I will explain immediately. 

Among those transferred with the transport of 3 September 1944 “4° 
were also a number of Jews from the Protectorate. These had been deport- 
ed to Lédz from the Theresienstadt Ghetto at the end of 1941;“’ among 
others: 


Table 2.12: Lodz Ghetto Residents from Theresienstadt, Transferred from 
Auschwitz to Stutthof on 3 September 1944 


List No. /Last Name First name Seaton Deported to Lodz 
Reg. No. 

1445 [Wertheimer |lrene | 8342 21 Oct. 1941 

1446 Wertheimer Judith Maria 83413 21 Oct. 1941 


1490 Neumann 83461 16 Oct. 1941 


1652 Salomonowicz |Dora 83619 3 Nov. 1941 


445 Drywa 1996, pp. 309f. “Jiidische Transporte.” AMS, I-IIB-8. This list contains the list of 
Jewish transports from Auschwitz Camp, Sipo Kowno, and Sipo Ryga from 29 June to 
28 October 1944. The numbering starts at 37642 and ends with 100629. 

446 AMS, I-IIB12, list of names of the transport. 

447 The names of these inmates appear in the official book of deportees to and from There- 
sienstadt (Karny, Vol. I, pp. 85, 98, 101). 
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The transport of 27 September 1944**8 also contained a few dozen Jews 
from the Protectorate who had been deported to the from Lodz Ghetto in 
1941.“ Among others: 


Table 2.13: Lodz Ghetto Residents from Theresienstadt, Transferred from 
Auschwitz to Stutthof on 27 September 1944 


List No. |Last Name First name Sunol Deported to Lodz 
Reg. No. 
Ps) Aussenberg Amanda 87834 16 Oct. 1941 


268 Lamp] Mia Ruth 88079 21 Oct. 1941 


558 Alexander Anna 88369 21 Oct. 1941 


2202 [Zimmermann__|Ruth 90013 21 Oct. 1941 


2384 ~~ |Gottlieb Netti 90195 21 Oct. 1941 


The “Transport list to Flossenbiirg Camp — Company Bernsdorf & Co. 
Dresden” concerning the transfer of 284 Polish Jewesses on 24 November 
1944 from Stutthof contains seven inmates from the 28-August transport 
(non-consecutive Reg. Nos. 75101 to 76880), 234 from the 3-September 
transport (Reg. Nos. 81970 to 84127; 82016 to 83755; 82375 and 82014) 
and six from the 27-September transport (Reg. Nos. 88184, 88298, 88845, 
88525, 87815 and 87812).*” This list also contains the names of a dozen 
children (see Chapter 2.10). 

The men’s “Transport List,” also dated 24 November 1944 and bearing 
the heading “The following Jews were transferred to Flossenbiirg Concen- 
tration Camp today,”**! records 216 names of detainees, of whom 193 had 
arrived at Stutthof with the 3-September transport (non-consecutive Reg. 
Nos. 84128-84372) and 28 with that of October 28 (non-consecutive Reg. 
Nos. 99132-100456). This transport included altogether 1,500 deportees, 
who were assigned Reg. Nos. 99130-100629. 


48 AMS, I-IIB12, list of names of the transport. 

an? Karny, Vol. I, pp. 80, 91, 93, 94, 97, 101, 113, 117, 122, 125. 
450 AMS, I-IIC-3, pp. 119-122. 

451 AMS, I-IIC-3, pp. 124-127. 
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The Jews and Jewesses in the above two transports came from the Lodz 
Ghetto, where they had been part of the “metal group.” As I mentioned 
earlier, Strzelecki devotes a couple of pages of his book to this issue 
(Strzelecki 2005, pp. 85f.). The Encyclopedia of Camps and Ghettos re- 
ports the 1967 testimony by a former deportee, Abraham S. (Megargee, 
Part A, p. 578): 

“In November 1944, I was brought to the Bernsdorf and Co.-Dresden 

camp with about five hundred Jews of both sexes and varying ages. Even in 

the Lodz ghetto, where I lived before my deportation to the camp. The core 
of this group was the so-called metal group. The metal group consisted of 
specialists and their family members. The metal group was supposed to 
remain — by order of the German authorities — a closed organization, and 
thus we had to leave Lodz in late August, with the last leaving in early Sep- 
tember 1944, and were first brought to Stutthof via Auschwitz, we passed 
through the gate at Auschwitz without selection.” 
This is confirmed by the telegram dated 23 November 1944 and sent by SS 
Sturmbannfiihrer Gerhard Maurer, who was head of Office DII/Labor De- 
ployment of the WVHA, “to the commandant of Stutthof Camp — com- 
mandant of Flossenbiirg Camp” with the subject “Inmate Transfer 
Bensdorf & Co. Dresden.” 

“Stutthof Camp transfers as documented to Flossenbuerg Camp 300 male 

inmates who had already been employed by Berndsdorf & Co., Obersitz, 

and two hundred male inmates who had been discharged by the aptitude 
examiner Czarnulla, and immediately sets them in motion for the Bernsdorf 

& Co. Labor Camp, Dresden A 21, Schandauerstrasse 68, railroad station: 

Dresden-Reick unloading station. Stutthof Camp will provide transport es- 

corts.”’ 

It must therefore be assumed that the Jews from the ghetto transferred to 
Stutthof via Auschwitz were (2,800 + 1,750 + 2,405 + 2,615 =) 9,570. The 
figure given by Drywa evidently comes from the sum 2,800 + 1,750 + 
2,405 + 4501 + 8 =11,464, where the final eight are the eight Jews trans- 
ferred to Auschwitz on 31 August 1944 (Reg. Nos. 80191-80198), so it is 
incorrect. 

Therefore, taking up and completing Strzelecki’s data, the Lodz Ghetto 
Jews transferred from the Auschwitz Transit Camp were: 


— 500 to Hamburg-Sasel (Neuengamme) (13 Sept. 44) 

— 9.570 to Stutthof (28 Aug. .44) 

— 2.000 to Bergen-Belsen (23 Aug. 44) 

— 600 to Flossenbiirg 

— 1.000 to Buchenwald, Mauthausen and Sachsenhausen, 


452 AMS, I-IIC-4, p. 153. 
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— 1.100 to Gross-Rosen 
— 800 to Neuengamme 


Hence in total 15.570 

It should be pointed out that the above figures are partial. 

As [have already noted, on 22 July 1944, there were 63,856 Jews occu- 
pied in the ghetto, 26,273 men and 37,583 women. The nominal occupancy 
was 69,376 The real occupancy was 68,724. In practice, 652 of the 699 
people in the 14-July transport had not been subtracted, but this is irrele- 
vant for calculation purposes. It is known that the number of children up to 
8 years of age was 4,633 on 19 July, and that there were 2,317 boys and 
2,316 girls on 8 July. These are almost identical figures that do not affect 
the male-female ratio. Thus, it can be said that the percentage of men on 22 
July was (26,273 + 63,856 =) 41.14% of all employed male Jews, while 
that of women was 58.86%. This order of magnitude also applies to the 
entire ghetto population (68,724 people). 

Consequently, the number of female inmates established above — 
15,564 — is necessarily underestimated, because the total number of those 
admitted to the camp, both men and women, turns out to be (16,839 + 
15,564 =) 32,403, of which women are only 48%, while they constituted 
almost 59% of the adult population. This confirms, indeed makes it neces- 
sary, that the number of Jews transferred to Stutthof is correct. 

It follows that, compared with 16,839 men, there had to be an even 
larger number of women, on the order of about 23,000, based on the above 
percentage. 

The problem of children will be examined in Chapter 2.10. 

It can therefore be concluded that approximately 67,000 Jews from the 
Lodz Ghetto were deported to Auschwitz, and that a minimum of 32,400 
adults were admitted to the camp. 

A letter of SS Sturmbannfiiher Wilhelm Burger, head of Office Group 
D IV of the WVHA, to the head of Office Group B, SS Gruppenfiihrer and 
Lieutenant General of the Waffen SS Georg Lérner, mentions the total oc- 
cupancy of all concentration camps on 1 August 1944 — 524,286 persons — 
and specifies:*? 

“In addition, there are the following announced new acquisitions: 

1.) from the Hungarian program (Jew Operation) 90,000 

2.) from Litzmannstadt (police prison and ghetto) 60,000 [...]” 

The list of “New arrivals” — 612,000 inmates — closed with the following 
comment: 

“A large portion of the inmates are already en route and will arrive in the 


” 


next few days to be admitted to the concentration camps. 


453 IMT Document PS-1166. 
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Burger declared that there was no clothing for the new 612,000 incoming 
inmates, and accordingly requested the allocation of “special contingencies 
of fabrics.” Office D IV/4 was in fact in charge of “clothing.” 

Regarding the 90,000 Hungarian Jews, Gerlach and Aly explain (Ger- 
lach/Aly, p. 344): 

“From this number, one can infer a plan for the deportation and clothing 

of all Jews from Budapest, assuming that they were to be ‘selected’ accord- 

ing to similar criteria as those already deported to Auschwitz before.” 
However, legation councilor Theodor Grell’s briefing of 14 August 1944 
(Chapter 1.2), reporting on the planned deportation of Jews from the city of 
Budapest, mentioned 29,000 deportees as of 27 August. About 30,000 (or 
more) could have come from the Birkenau Transit Camp, which would 
bring the total to about 60,000. The origin of the remaining 30,000 is un- 
known.*™4 

The case of Litzmannstadt, however, is perfectly explained. Approxi- 
mately 67,000 Jews were evacuated from the Lodz Ghetto, of whom 
60,000 were expected in the concentration camps.**° By 15 August, the 
deportation was in full swing, and a portion of the deportees had already 
arrived at their destination. These were practically the Jews already sent or 
expected at Auschwitz. If, therefore, at least 32,400 were received there, it 
is only logical that the remainder (67,000 to 60,000 — 32,400 =) 34,600 to 
27,600 were transferred immediately to other camps, without first passing 
through the Birkenau Transit Camp, or at least the Zentralsauna. Jehuda 
Widawski’s assertion that deportees from the ghetto also passed through 
“the sauna to the so-called Gypsy camp,” where they were not registered 
or, if they were, the relevant documentation was lost, is important in this 
context. As I anticipated earlier, this also applies to the two transports that 
arrived in Auschwitz on 12 and 14 August. Strzelecki states that the men 
were housed in barracks 4, 13, 14, 22 and 25 of the Gypsy Camp (see 
Chapter 2.11). It is reasonable to assume that they had passed through the 
disinfestation facility of this camp section. The five barracks in question 
could simultaneously hold at least 4,000 people, who stayed there for a few 


454 The Hungarian Foreign Minister’s note of 23 August 1944 quoted in Chapter 1.2 speaks 
of the possibility of making 60,000 Jews available to the Reich government, which, add- 
ed to the above 30,000, would bring the total figure to 90,000, but it is not certain that 
such a readiness on the part of the Hungarian government existed and was known to the 
German government as early as 15 August. 

455 This figure was perhaps based on the assertion of the ghetto authorities that the ghetto 
had about 7,000 persons unfit for work (see below). Deducting them from the approxi- 
mately 67,000 deportees, there would have been precisely 60,000 able-bodied workers 
left. In fact, the latter were even more. See Chapter 2.10. 
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days, after which they were transferred to other camps. This means that a 
huge number of Jews passed through there. 

If we rule out the unlikely mass gassing of inmates fit for work — as I 
noted earlier — the alternative is their direct transfer from the ghetto to oth- 
er concentration camps. This seems to be alluded to by Hans Biebow, the 
Lodz Ghetto's administrator, in his speech of August 7, 1944 (Eisenbach 
1946, pp. 267f.): 

“Now during the war, when Germany is struggling for its last, it is neces- 

sary to relocate the labor force, because due to Himmler’s order, thou- 

sands of Germans are sent from factories to the front; these must be re- 
placed. [...] 

Families go to the various camps united, are repositioned, factories are 

built. [...] 

At Siemens, A.G. Union, Schuckert Werke, everywhere where ammunition 

is made, workers are needed. In Czenstochau, where the workers are work- 

ing in the munitions factories,“°°! they are very satisfied, and the Gestapo 
is also very satisfied with their performance. [...] 

Arrangements will be made to put food in the railway cars. The trip will 

take about 10-16 hours. Take along luggage up to 20 kg. [...] 

Come with your families; take pots, drinking vessels and eating utensils. 

We do not have them in Germany, as they are distributed to households 

damaged by bombs.” 

Among the survivors of the transports that were transferred from Prague to 
the Lodz Ghetto in late 1941, some were liberated precisely in Czesto- 
chowa (Tschenstochau): Leopold Chajemowié,**’ Frantisek Kafka,*** Sylva 
Stiborska,*? Jan Biichler and Franti8ka Haasova.*” 

Strzelecki cites the letter from SS Sturmbannfiihrer Wilhelm Burger, 
but tries to downplay its significance with inappropriate commentary 
(Strzelecki 2005, p. 37): 

“In this letter, written in the final stages of the Lodz Ghetto’s ‘evacuation,’ 

Burger mentions as potential concentration camp prisoners 400,000 Poles 

(then involved in the Warsaw Uprising) and 60,000 persons from the police 

prison and Ghetto in Lodz.” 

By 15 August 1944, at least 31,000 Jews had already been evacuated from 
the ghetto (based on the average of 2,393 per day calculated earlier), who 


456 At Tschenstochau (Polish Czestochowa) existed the Judenlager Hasag-Apparatenbau, 
Arbeitslager Hasag-Rakow, Arbeitslager Hasag-Pelzery, Arbeitslager Hasag-Warta and 
Arbeitslager Hasa-Czestochowianka that employed Jewish inmates. (Gfowna... 1979, 
pp. 146f.). 

457 Transport of 16 October 1941; Kaérny, Vol. I, p. 90. 

458 Transport of 21 October 1941; ibid., p. 102. 

49° Transport of 26 October 1941; ibid., p. 114. 

460 Transport of 3 November 1941; ibid., p. 137. 
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were certainly not “potential concentration camp prisoners,” but actual in- 
mates. And yet, he avoids explaining why the SS expected such large 
numbers of deportees from the Lodz Ghetto to arrive in concentration 
camps. 


2.9. The Lodz Ghetto in Messages of the 
Auschwitz Camp Resistance 


In the orthodox Holocaust perspective, the number of (67,000 — 22,000 =) 
45,000 alleged gassing victims in one month is certainly significant. One 
should expect that the Auschwitz resistance had proffered precise and de- 
tailed information about it. With a rare lack of any sense of proportion (and 
ridicule), Strzelecki claimed that the relevant information constitutes “ir- 
refutable evidence of the crimes committed at Auschwitz Camp” (ibid., p. 
39). All that remains, therefore, is to examine them. 

The most comprehensive collection of reports and messages related to 
Auschwitz during the period of 1941 through 1944 is a collection whose 
titled translates to “The Auschwitz Concentration Camp in the Light of the 
Proceedings of the Delegation of the Government of the Polish Republic in 
the Country” (Bezwinska et al. 1968). However, it inexplicably stops on 10 
July 1944, so that it contains no reference to the August-1944 evacuation 
of the Lodz Ghetto. There are, however, important reports covering pre- 
cisely this period. 

The “Periodic Report from 1 August to 1 September 1944” (“Sprawoz- 
danie okresowe /od 1.VIII do 1. IX/’) elaborates on various topics: concen- 
tration camp inmates, “The Auschwitz executioners ‘Political Depart- 
ment,’” the arrival of Rudolf Héss at Auschwitz to direct “the killing of the 
Jews/Aktion Héss-Reinhardt,” the murder of 20,000 persons by lethal in- 
jection by “Camp Physician Untersturmfiihrer Entress” and 14,000 by Un- 
terscharfiihrer Scherpe and Rottenfiihrer Kantel. The report is wrapped up 
with statistics on the camp’s occupancy, divided into Auschwitz I, II, II 
and the Women’s Camp; also into Poles, Polish Jews, inmates of other na- 
tionalities. The total occupancy was 105,168 persons, 65,934 men and 
32,234 women.**! 


461 APMO, RO, Vol. VII. Sygn. D-RO/91, Nr. inw. 72786, pp. 455-458. 
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“Urban’s” report of 22 August 1944, details the occupancy of individu- 
al camps (the total is still 105,168), and mentions 30,000 unregistered 
Hungarian Jews.“ 

The first reference to Jews from the Lodz Ghetto is found in the “Peri- 
odic Report from September 1 to September 20, 1944 Special Communi- 
qué” (“Sprawozdanie okresowe /od 1. IX 1944 do 20 IX 1944/ Komunikat 
specialny”). It discusses the arrival of transports of Warsaw inmates at 
Auschwitz, and the bombing of the camp on 13 September. There is also a 
section headlined “Gassing continues,” which states:*° 

“The gas chambers [gazownie] and crematoria at Birkenau still carry on 

their monstrous activity heedless of the rapidly approaching judgment. Re- 

cently, Jews from the Lodz Ghetto were gassed and burned, liquidating the 
last remnants in this way.” 
An undated report written by “Stakio” (Stanistaw Ktodzinski) has a refer- 
ence in two of its 13 points. They concern alleged gassings of Jews:** 

“4/ Jewish transports from Plaszow went partly into the gas — a small 

group was admitted to the camp. 

5/ The gassing continues. Today, for example, 40 railway cars arrived with 

Jews from Lodz — all completely gassed.” 

A “Note” added by an employee of the Auschwitz Museum who typed up 
the message reads:*® 

“The original contains no date, but there are subsequent pencil entries in 

it: ok. [ca. on] 23.VIII.44 and also PWOK"™®©! 23.VIII.44. Therefore, the 

transport from Lodz mentioned in the letter arrived on 22 August 1944, so 

the letter is from this same day, although in the text it is stated ‘Today, for 

example, 40 railway cars arrived with Jews from Lodz.’” 
If the report’s date is 23 August 1944, then it is unclear how the adverb 
“today” can mean the day before, 22 August. However, the fact remains 
that on 22 August 1944, 688 male Jews from Lodz were sent to the Transit 
Camp, and probably a roughly similar (or even greater) number of female 
Jews (the next day, 557 men and at least as many women were admitted). 
Therefore, “Staklo’s” claim that the Jews who arrived that day were “all 
completely gassed” is patently false. 


The last such reference is found in a report dated 26 September 1944:*° 


462 AGK, NTN, 155, pp. 94-96 (the report goes up to page 118). 

463 APMO, RO, Vol. VII. Sygn. D-RO/91, Nr. inw. 72786, p. 460. 

464 AGK, NTN, 155, p. 117 (APMO, RO, t.II, p. 117). 

465 Tbid., p. 118. 

466 Pomoc Wigzniom Oboz6éw Koncentracyjnych, Relief for Concentration-Camp Inmates 
467 APMO, Ruch Oporu, Vol. II, p. 167. D-RO/85. 
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“Currently, 2,500 Jews from the Birkenau Camp have been gassed, includ- 
ing 80% of the children aged 13-16, who were transferred from the Lodz 
Ghetto.” 
Danuta Czech interpreted this message as follows in her entry on 18 Sep- 
tember 1944 (Czech 1990, p. 712): 

“An RSHA transport with 2,500 Jews arrives from the Lodz ghetto. After 

the selection 150 men are admitted to the camp and given Nos. B-10270-B- 

10419. Up to 80 percent of the transport consists of children between 13 

and 16 years of age. The remaining 2,350 persons were killed in the gas 

chambers.” 
First, it should be noted that the report containing this message is headed 
“Tell. Boruta pilne! [urgent!] 26.9.44,” so the exact date is precisely 26 
September, not the 18th. 

Next, the registration numbers assigned (B-10270 — B-10419) were in- 
deed assigned on 18 September 1944 according to the “List of Jewish 
Transports” (p. 19).“°8 However, this could not have been a transport from 
Lodz, because the last transport left the ghetto on 30 August. The afore- 
mentioned entry thus concerned Jews who had been in the Birkenau Trans- 
it Camp for a while. 

Finally, the meaning that Czech ascribes to the message is forced: in the 
camp resistance’s lore, this message refers to a “selection” of 2,500 in- 
mates taken from (“z”) the Birkenau Camp, 80% of which were boys aged 
13-16. This means that (2,500 x 0.8 =) 2,000 boys had passed the initial 
“selection” for admission to the camp, and had been lodged in the Transit 
Camp. Then, after at least a couple of weeks, they were allegedly and in- 
explicably selected again in order to be gassed! 

These references by the resistance are incredibly sparse and superficial, 
considering that it refers to an event that lasted for 28 days and allegedly 
involved the massacre of 45,000 people, if we believe Strzelecki. This be- 
trays the fictitious nature of these claims, and that nature can be demon- 
strated. 

Hordler et al. report the “Air photo of the Royal Air Force of Auschwitz 
Il (Birkenau), 23 Aug. 1944” with this comment (Hordler et al. 2019, p. 
47): 

“In August 1944, the Auschwitz SS murdered several tens of thousands of 

people from the evacuated Litzmannstadt Ghetto as well as from the dis- 

banded ‘Gypsy Camp’ in Auschwitz-Birkenau, who had previously been 
housed in Construction Section B Il. Several train sections can be seen on 
the ramp (tracks 21 and 22). Smoke from the incineration pits north of 


468 This is the last record in chronological order concerning Jews from the Lédz Ghetto. 
Precisely for this reason, Czech falsely attributed the date of 18 September 1944 to the 
resistance message. 
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Crematorium V is clearly visible from a bird’s eye view, as are the installa- 
tions and pits (without smoke) around ‘Bunker II’ to the west of the camp. 
NCAP, No. 000-000-029-091.” 
This photograph shows a small column of smoke rising from a location 
behind Crematorium V. This smoking site is about 30 meters further 
west*® than the site that appears in the 31-May-1944 photograph, but the 
ground area here is also very limited: its length does not exceed 12 meters, 
its width does not exceed 4 meters (see Photos 16). 

As early as 2005, I had linked this photograph to the two photographs 
taken clandestinely by Auschwitz inmates presumably depicting a scene of 
Open-air corpse incineration, showing that the burning site seen there ap- 
pears to be identical to the one from which the column of smoke rises in 
the 23-August-1944 photograph (Mattogno 2016a, p. 38). 

In 2022, Auschwitz Museum historian Igor Bartosik confirmed this in- 
terpretation,*’” but without even hinting at the resulting devastating conse- 
quences for the orthodox Holocaust thesis. 

He sets the chronological limits of the two ground photos by noting that 
Alter Feinsilber (aka Jankowski), who claims to have participated in taking 
these photos, stated that there was a watchtower with SS sentries just in 
front of the entrance to the “gas chamber.” Bartosik then mentions a letter 
written on 5 July 1944, by the head of the Central Construction Office, SS 
Obersturmfiihrer Werner Jothan, to the head of the Auschwitz farms, SS 
Obersturmbannfiihrer Joachim Casar, asking him for permission to cut 
down some trees “at Crematorium IV” because two large and six small 
watchtowers had to be built in Camp Section III. This was evidently an 
urgent request, because the work was to begin the next day (Bartosik, p. 
207, Doc. 58). 

Another self-proclaimed participant in taking the two ground photos, 
Alberto Errera, died in early August 1944, so it could not have been later 
than that. Considering these dates, Bartosik concludes that “it may be as- 
sumed that the photographs were taken between July 5 and 20, 1944” 
(ibid., p. 78). 

The earlier date makes no sense, however, because Jothan’s letter is 
dated precisely 5 July, and states that work would only begin the next day. 
Bartosik also runs into a major misunderstanding, because he believes that 
the watchtower evoked by Feinsilber-Jankowski is the one seen in a 1945 


469 The two photos, attributed by the three authors to Alberto Errera, and showing an out- 
door cremation scene, were taken from inside Crematorium V at an angle perfectly com- 
patible with the site in question. See Mattogno 2016a, Photos 18 (p. 162) and 27 (p. 
171). 

470 Bartosik, pp. 208f. Documents 59 and 59a are a section enlargement of the air photo 
dated 23 August 1944, as is my Document 16. 
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photograph he published (ibid., p. 207), whereas this is a simple open high 
seat of rather crude workmanship. The small watchtowers were enclosed 
two-story structures with an entrance door, an interior staircase, the first- 
floor guard post surrounded on each side by windows, and a real roof. 
They had a base of 3 x 2.70 meters and a total height of 7.20 meters. The 
floor of the guard post was at a height of 5.2 meters above the ground. This 
type of guard tower was even equipped with an indoor toilet, which was 
connected to an almost completely buried septic tank excavated next to the 
tower.*”! A tower of this type is clearly visible in another photograph taken 
in the north yard of Crematorium V in 1945.4” 

It is obvious that the construction of this type of tower would have tak- 
en at least a week, so it was probably occupied by any guards only after 11 
July 1944, when the last transport of Hungarian Jews had already arrived at 
Auschwitz. But in the second and third decades of July, there were no mass 
exterminations — according to Czech’s Auschwitz Chronicle, a few thou- 
sand gassing victims in all. But if that is so, then what was the purpose of 
the “cremation pit” visible in the two ground photos? Why was it neces- 
sary? 

The 23 August 1944 air photo raises additional problems that Holocaust 
historians prefer to ignore. In Part One, I showed that, from 16 to 30 May 
1944, within 15 days, 126,700 Jews were allegedly murdered in Birkenau, 
according to the orthodox narrative. In round numbers, this amounts to an 
average of about 8,450 per day. Despite this claimed immense extermina- 
tion, there is no trace of any immense incineration pits in the air photo of 
31 May 1944. But without them, the bodies of the alleged victims could 
not have been disposed of, and the crematorium chimneys did not smoke 
either. 

The 23-August photograph is supposed to document the alleged exter- 
mination of the Jews from Lodz — according to Strzelecki, 45,000 people 
within 21 days (9-29 August). This would have amounted to some 2,140 
per day, or some 25% of the alleged daily Hungarian victims mentioned 
earlier. Yet the scenario on the ground is exactly the same: the chimneys 
do not smoke, and the area around “Bunker 2” also has no smoke sources. 

The small smoking area of about 50 square meters behind Crematorium 
V therefore allegedly proves at the same time the extermination of more 
than 8,400 Jews per day (on 31 May 1944), a few hundred per day (during 
the second and third decades of July), and more than 2,100 per day (on 23 
August). This patently absurd fact proves that the smoking area visible on 


471 Bestandsplan des kleinen Wachturmes im K.L. Mafstab 1:10. Plan Nr. 3482, drawn on 
26 January 1944. RGVA, 502-2-50, p. 158. 
47 APMO, Mikrofilm Nr. 938. 
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the various photographs had no relation to any claimed mass extermina- 
tion. Furthermore, since this small area is the only smoking area on any 
photo, this proves that the claimed mass exterminations fall completely 
within the realm of fairy tales. 


2.10. Surviving Children 


Danuta Czech states that in 1944 in Auschwitz “children under 14 years of 
age” were gassed.*”* 

On 1 March 1944, there were 11,181 children up to the age of 14 in the 
Lodz ghetto, of whom 5,287 were up to 9 years old, and 5,894 were 10 to 
14 years old. On 15 July, there were 5,415 children up to age 9. In the 
June-July 1944 transports, 195 children aged 6 to 14 were deported, of 
whom 173 were aged 10 to 14. 

In the documentable period from 1 March through 9 July 1944, there 
were 108 deaths of children.*” For the period from 29 May through 25 
June 1944, and 3-9 July 1944, name lists exist of deceased persons (a total 
of 539) with all biographical data. 31 children up to 9 years old (72 per- 
cent) and 12 from 10 to 14 years old (about 28 percent) are recorded these 
lists.*7° It can therefore be assumed that the (108 — 12 =) 96 deaths men- 
tioned above correspond to (96 x 0.72 =) 69 total deaths of children up to 9 
years old, so that those of children 10 to 14 years old should be approxi- 
mately (108 — 69 =) 39. 

Concluding, there were a total of (5,894 — 173 — 39 =) 5,682 children 
ranging from 10 to 14 years old in the ghetto, in addition to the 5,415 up- 
to-9-year-old kids, hence in total about 11,100. 

The maximum age of admission to the camp is not indicated by any 
source, but several lists of registered Jews help establish it with a sufficient 
degree of certainty. 

1. List of 5,271 names of former inmates containing registrations from 25 

June 1942 to 20 October 1944, compiled by Judge Jan Sehn on the basis 


473 Czech 1990, p. 563; the German edition says “children up to the age of 14 years”; 1989, 
p. 698 

474 These data are derived from the “Tagesberichte” (APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 19704, syg. 
1087), and the “Aktennotiz” series of reports (APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 21322, syg. 29238), 
which daily record the departure (by death) of children. 

475 APE, Mikrofilm Nr. 20184, syg. 1570, pp. 11-24; Mikrofilm Nr. 20539, syg. 1925, pp. 
104-107 (this list was mistakenly included in the file of 1943 death cases). 
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of personal files (Personalbogen) found at the camp.*” The oldest in- 

mates were 64 (No. 5057 on the list) and 60 (No. 4,016) years old. 

2. List of 2,348 names from the “Unit Book Labor Unit Golleschau.’*”” 
The oldest inmates were 64 (No. 397) and 63 years old (No. 1257). 

3. List of 813 names from the Trzebinia oil refinery, already reviewed in 
Part One: the oldest inmates were 68 (No. 458) and 65 (No. 382) years 
old. 

One can therefore conservatively assume an age of 60 (but, as I will show 

below, there were conspicuous exceptions). 

On 1 March 1944, there were 2,803 adults over 60 years old, of whom 
24 left in the above transports. During the period from 29 May to 25 June 
1944, 37 Jews over the age of 60 (born before 1884) died out of 403 
deaths,*”* approximately 9.2%. The death rate was 1.3 per day. In the peri- 
od from 3 January to 6 February 1944,*” 44 elderly people died, and the 
death rate was similarly 1.3% per day. Therefore, from 1 March to 30 July 
1944, about 200 elderly people presumably died. In the same period, the 
general mortality was about 2,100 deaths. If we assume the percentage 
found above, the Jews over the age of 60 who died were (2,100 x 0.092 =) 
193, so the figure of 200 is reliable. 

Consequently, at the beginning of the deportations, there were still 
about 2,600 elderly Jews in the ghetto. 

In conclusion, at the beginning of the evacuation, there were (11,100 
children and 2,600 elderly =) 13,700 Jews in the ghetto purportedly des- 
tined for gassing. However, if we follow Strzelecki, the supposedly gassing 
victims incomprehensibly numbered 45,000. Hence, in addition to the 
13,700 persons deemed unfit due to their age, 31,300 deportees fit for work 
were allegedly also gassed! 

A few weeks before the general evacuation of the ghetto began, the vast 
majority of its inhabitants were employed in its many departments, so they 
were all fit for work, and this is a documented fact. 

As I have shown earlier, the “Application for allocation of allowance 
cards for long-hours, long-distance and nighttime workers” for the period 
of 10 to 17 July 1944 records the presence of 64,366 workers in the ghetto. 


On 3 July, the ghetto population was distributed as follows:**° 


416 AGK, NTN, 156, pp. 3-185. 

477 ROD, c[21-23].31. Certified copy of the original prepared by the Dutch Red Cross on 15 
December 1947. 

478 APL, PSZ 1570, pp. 11-24. 

479 APL, PSZ 1925, pp. 153-163. 

480 Der Aeltesten der Juden in Litzmannstadt-Getto. Statistische Abt. Litzmannstadt, den 
3.Juli 1944. GFHA, Catalog No. 342. 
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Table 2.14: Gender Distribution of L6dz Ghetto Population on 3 July 1944 


Adults Children Total 
male female male female 
_ 28,616 | 42,363 | 2,320 | 2.316 | 75,615 
_ -820 [ -1599 [ / [ ff | = 2,415 
27,796 40,768 2,320 2,316 73,200 


A note states that, from the 75,615 figure, had not been subtracted the 
2,415 evacuated from the ghetto in the transports from 26 June to 2 July, of 
whom the same documentation gives an account with breakdowns of men, 
women and children (see Table 2.2), data which I have included in the ta- 
ble. 

At that time, therefore, out of 73,200 inhabitants of the ghetto, 64,366 
were deployed for work, while 8,834 were unemployed. Of them, 4,636 
were children under the age of 10. 

It should also be mentioned that a “List of employees, cut-off date: July 
22, 1944” /based on the reports of the following work sites” states that 
63,856 Jews were deployed for work in the ghetto (26,273 men and 
37,583), out of a total population of 68,724, hence, practically everybody 
except the children (up to 8 years of age: 4,633 on 19 July) and just over 
200 adults.**! 

Returning to Danuta Czech, her hypothesis of the killing of children and 
young people up to the age of 14 is refuted by several documents. 

1) The 3-September-1944 transport to Stutthof included at least 41 chil- 
dren from 6 months to 14 years old. If Czech were right, they all should 
have ended up in the “gas chambers” of Auschwitz, but instead were trans- 
ferred with their mothers to Stutthof and duly registered there. I list them in 
the following table. 


Table 2.15: Children on Transport from Auschwitz to Stutthof on 3 
September 1944 


Birth Date | Reg. No. 


# Last Name First Name [d/m/y] Stutthof 


1588 |Baude Golda 12/9/1937 83555 


1592 |Darl Dina Sissel 30/6/1938 83559 


1595 |Borenstein Eva 14/11/1939 83562 


481 Tt is unclear how the statement in the Daily Report for 19 July 1944 that there were about 
7,000 persons unfit for work in the ghetto can be reconciled with these figures. 
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: Birth Date | Reg. No. 
# Last Name First Name [d/m/y] Stutthof 
1600 |Chimonovits Mejer 2/11/1936 83567 


Chirug 


Zila 


9/9/1941 


83571 


Danziger 


Gliickmann 


Arjela 


Chaja 


19/3/1937 


12/8/1930 


83577 


83586 


Potok 


Rotstein 


Steier 


Szyper 


Kupferschmidt 


Abraham 


Trunseb 


Sala 


Frema 


Adam 


29/10/1938 


24/2/1944 


3/10/1938 


25/7/1942 


6/12/1939 


83594 


83604 


83609 


83613 


53617 


Skura 


Wolf 


Estera 


Helga 


27/12/1933 


2/7/1935 


83623 


83702 


217 


These children were all Polish, except for the two Salomonowicz brothers, 
who were traveling with their mother, Salomonowicz Dora, born 28 Au- 
gust 1904, number 1652 on the transport list, registered in Stutthof under 
number 83619. All three were from the Theresienstadt Ghetto, from where 
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they had been deported on 3 November 1941. All three survived the War 
(Karny, Vol. I, p. 138). Michael and Josef were thus 8 and 3 years old, re- 
spectively, when they were deported to Lodz and, despite this, they sur- 
vived both the “selections” for “extermination” at Chetmno and those for 
“extermination” at Auschwitz! 

The nine names I have put in italics also appear in the “Transport list to 
Flossenbiirg Camp — Company Bernsdorf & Co. Dresden” of 24 November 
1944 that I mentioned earlier. 

On 14 April 1945, 143 Jews from the subcamp Bernsdorf & Co. Dres- 
den were transferred to Zwodau.*** Among them were the children Kasz, 
Rosenblum, Reingold, Szyper, the Salomonovic brothers and Tabakschme- 
ker from the above list. 

2) As Strzelecki notes, about 500 female inmates were transferred to the 
Sachsenhausen Camp, “mainly Polish Jewish women who had arrived 
from the Lodz Ghetto, via KL Auschwitz” (Strzelecki 2005, p. 109). In a 
letter from the “Kulturlandschaft Dahme — Spreewald e.V.” to the Yad 
Vashem Institute dated 21 November 2004, we read that at the Sachsen- 
hausen Camp “there were about 600 Jewish forced laborers from the for- 
mer Litzmannstadt Ghetto (Lodz in Poland). On the basis of various doc- 
uments, it was possible to reconstruct a list with the names of 427 Jewess- 
es, in which basic data (serial number, first and last name, date of birth, 
registration number in Sachsenhausen) are recorded.*** This list includes 
37 children from 3 to 14 years of age, which I reproduce in the following 
table. The list also includes two Jews aged 72 and 70. 


Table 2.16: Children at Sachsenhausen Camp, arriving from Lodz 
Ghetto via Auschwitz 


# |Last Name First Name Birth Year BeesNo. 
Sachsenhausen 
_8_ [Becker Jurek (Jerzy) 1937 79306 


_17 [Bialek Stella 1933 79277 


32 Burstin Markus 1939 79269 


482 “Frauen des AuBenkommandos Dresden Bernsdorf & CO, die vermutlich gré8tenteils 
am 14. April 1945 in das Au®enlager Zwodau (Svatava) des KZ Flossenbiirg und dann 
nach Neu-Rohlau tiberstellt wurden.” YVA, O.51-444, pp. 27-29. At the end of the list 
we read “Laut Starkemeldung vom 14.04.1945 des KZ Flossenbiirg wurden 143 Frauen 
des AuSenkommandos Dresden Bernsdorf & Co nach Zwodau tiberstellt.” 

483 YVA, 0.51-444, pp. 36-48. 
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# Last Name First Name Birth Year Bee NG: 
Sachsenhausen 
6p. (RAC WIECKe:  -lWolk 1936 79299 
meee (FabisZewicZ) el een ennai 
64 |Farber Eduard (Ezra) 1934 79340 


74 (Fejtlowicz Mala 1930 79418 


123 |Griinbaum Leonia 1935 79347 


142 |Hochkelenter  |Minia 1935 79293 


249 |Nowak Oskar 1940 79303 


297 |Rosner Ludwig 1937 79351 


342 |Sonabend Fruma (Freda) 1933 79332 


375 |Uberbaum Arkadius 1933 79338 


392 |Weissbrot Luba 1930 79280 


414 |Wiszogrodzki _ |Jakob 1939 79313 
130 (Grundmann (Shimson a 
353 |Szmulewicz Regina 1874 79443 


There is no doubt that the remaining children — all Polish — were also from 
Lodz. 

3) At least five other children survived the war who had been deported 
to the Lodz Ghetto from Prague with the 21 October 1941 transport (Ka- 
my, Vol. I, p. 90). 
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Table 2.17: Surviving Prague Children Deported to Lodz Ghetto 


; Birth Date |, . Age in Age in 
Last Name |First Name [d/m/y] Liberated at 194] 1944 
Krausova (Hana 6.10.1929 |Weisswasser | 12 years | 15 years _ 


Petrovsky Mario 20.4.1932 [Auschwitz | 9 years | 12 years _ 


Popp : 
Rossler Ludvik Petr | 4.6.1930 |Allach 11 years | 14 years 


These children survived three full years in the ghetto and then also the “se- 
lection” at Auschwitz. 

Strzlecki himself gives another example of two children who were ad- 
mitted into Auschwitz: Chaim Liss, born 25 March 1931, who was 13 
years old in 1944 (Strzelecki 2005, p. 163), and Leon Frydman, born in 
1930, registration number B 7593 (ibid., p. 247). Stella Levinska (Lew- 
inska), mentioned in Chapter 7, was born on 21 June 1931, hence was 13 
years old in August 1944. 

4) A list titled “Jewish Survivors Registered in Lodz July 1945. Re- 
ceived by the Jewish Immigrant Aid Society of Canada” contains about 
5,100 names recorded alphabetically (A-H) by “Name,” “Year of birth,” 
and “Address before 1939.”*** There were about 2,030 Jews residing in 
Lodz and therefore in the ghetto, 145 of whom were children born between 
1930 and 1945. 

5) There is also a list titled “Lodz [sic] Ghetto List of Survivors Sur- 
names R-Z only 1945.’"*° The title line in Polish gives the serial number 
(usually 60 names per page, but there are various exceptions), first and last 
name, date of birth, then address, parents’ names, and the 1939 address. In 
a many cases, the first and last names are illegible,“*° in many cases also 
the year of birth. The 1939 address is often omitted. 

The total number of registered Jews is about 5,750, among whom are at 
least 279 children born between 1930 and 1945. The decipherable names 
of children who resided in Lodz in 1939 and were therefore in the ghetto 
are at least 56. The total number is about 1,800. 

6) The archives of the International Tracing Service in Arolsen contain 
various lists of “Jewish Survivors Registered in Lodz” sponsored by the 
“Jewish Immigrant Aid Society Canada.” They are structured like the one 
mentioned earlier (“Name,” “Year of birth,” “Address before 1939’). The 
layout, however, is different. These lists are divided into groups of letters, 


484 YVA M.7-1227. 
485 TWL, Documents 054. Roll 7/46. 
486 These are low-quality microfilms of typed carbon copies. 
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but their classification is rather chaotic. I try keep it ordered in the follow- 
ing table. 


Table 2.18: Jewish Survivors from Lodz Ghetto (Canadian List) 


Initials | Pages Reference Code # registered persons 


F-H 31-44 78785550-78785564 1,800 

= L-O | 72-94 | 78785595-87855720 | OB 
P-Z 1-80 78785725-78785808 ~ 5,500 
Total: ~ 16,000 


Each page of lists B-F, F-H, H-L contains two columns of names, averag- 
ing about 130. The remaining lists contain only one column of names. 

The A-H list mentioned in 4) is not part of these lists; in fact, the names 
recorded under the same letters are different. 

As can be seen from the table above, pages 1-11 and 26-30 are missing, 
also some scattered pages. The number of registered persons is given ex- 
plicitly for letter groups F-H, H-L, L-O and P-Z. For groups A-B and B-F, 
it was calculated from the average number of names per page (130) multi- 
plied by the number of pages. 

In total, the lists mentioned above contain the names of at least 405 
children born between 1930 and 1945 who resided in Lodz in 1939 (or 
their mothers, if born after 1939; see Table 2.II in the Appendix). 

The list of adults also included very old people, including: 


Table 2.19: Examples of Very Old Jewish Survivors from Lodz Ghetto 
(Canadian List) 


Reference Last Name First Name _ | Birth Year | Age in 1944 
ISD 78785580 |Kozuch 


Niewiarski Joel Dawid 


Hajman-Jarecki (Gustaw 76 years 


7) At least 42 children from the Lodz Ghetto were among the Jewish refu- 
gees in Sweden in 1946, as shown in the table below. 
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Table 2.20: Jewish Children from the Lodz Ghetto in 
Sweden in 1946 

Reference*®’ |Name Birth Year 
Benkaim, Daniel 


Buchman, Estera 


I,p.72 _|Ciechanowska, Berys 


Fajtlowicz, Sala 1930 


I, p. 80 Garfinkel, Marion 1931 


I, p. 83 Granek, Gronem Girenek 1930 


I, p. 95 Kronenberg, Lea 1931 


I, p. 98 Liber, Towje 1930 


II, p. 14 Minc, Chaim 1934 


I, p. 105 | |Nomberg, Hersch 1931 


I, p. 108 (Probst, Dina 1930 


I,p.110 (Rosenblatt, Josef 1934 


Rubinowitsch, Dora 


Slaszewska, Regina 


487 T: World Jewish Congress, pp. 65-130; II: World Jewish Congress/Jewish Agency, pp. 6- 
19. 
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Reference*®’ |Name Birth Year 
I, p. 119 Szalid Tadeusz, Dawid 1944 


I,p.123 | Warszawska, Inka 1931 


I,p.129  |Zylberat, David 1932 


8) A “List 3 of Polish Jewish women released from the camp of Bergen- 
Belsen. Submitted by the World Jewish Congress”, dated 29 May 1945,‘ 
which contains the names of 20 children born between 1930 and 1945, two 
of them in the Lodz Ghetto: 


— ISD, 3399237: Grabes, Salla, born in 1930 
— ISD, 3399237: Gerecht, Sabina, born in 1936 

9) A “List of Polish children in Theresienstadt. Submitted by the World 
Jewish Congress, New York,” dated “Aug. 24, 1945,” *°° records 247 
names, including 107 of children born between 1930 and 1945. Of these, 
16 were residents of Lodz in 1939. 

10) A “List of Polish Jewish survivors at Buchenwald submitted by the 
World Jewish Congress,” dated “5/14,45” (sic),*”° lists 762 names of for- 
mer inmates, of whom 49 were born between 1930 and 1945. Of these, 
nine were residents of Lodz in 1939. 

11) List of children from Buchenwald who are currently in the Rhein- 
felden refugee camp. 7 August 1945. ISD, 78776724-78776726: seven 
Polish Jewish children, two born in L6dz, one in Piotrkow. 

In the following table, I summarize the data from lists 8) through 11): 


Table 2.21: Data of several lists of Jewish Children with Lodz Ghetto 
Survivors 
Birth | Bergen- | Theresien- | Buchen- | Buchen- 


Year Belsen stadt wald 1 wald 2 Sum 
Total | Lodz | Total | Lodz | Total | Lodz | Total | Lodz} Sum | Lédz 
1930 3 1 60 10 | 20 5 2 83 16 


488 ISD, 3399229-3399239, 
489 ISD, 4955147-4955148. 
40 ISD, 5363643-5363662. 


224 C. MATTOGNO: POLITICS OF SLAVE LABOR 


Birth | Bergen- | Theresien- | Buchen- | Buchen- 
Year Belsen stadt wald 1 wald 2 Sum 
Total | Lodz | Total | Lodz | Total | Lodz | Total | Lodz | Sum | Lodz 


1945 | 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 
Totals: | 20 2 | 107 | 16 | 49 | 9 7 2 | 183 29 


There are many other lists of Polish Jewish children compiled in 1945 and 
1946 in which, in addition to first and last name and date of birth, the birth 
location is given. As for the locations Lodz and the Warthegau ghettos, it is 
most likely that the relevant children were in the Lodz Ghetto in 1944; 
their number, however, is rather small: 57 children in all. 

12) List of refugee children in the Selvino home near Bergamo (Italy). 
(Communicated by the Israelite Community of Milan). 14 December 1945. 
ISD, 78781973-78781974: 35 Polish Jewish children, five born in Lodz, 
two in Kalisz. 

13) List of children and young people rescued from the Buchenwald 
Camp who left France for Palestine on 8 July 1945. ISD, 78779358- 
78779359: six Polish Jewish children, one born in Lédz, two in Piotrkow. 

14) Children brought from Poland to Belgium by the Vaad Hatzala, 9 
December 1946. ISD, 78793193: 26 Polish Jewish children, six born in 
Lodz. 

15) List of children at the childrens’ home of Rymbach, Poland. Sub- 
mitted by World Jewish Congress, New York. March 1946. ISD, 
78786494: 32 Polish Jewish children (without indication of birthplace). 

16) List of Polish children who arrived in Great Britain. August 23, 
1946. YVA, M.7-1699: 66 Polish Jewish children, seven born in Lodz. 

17) List of Jewish children at the childrens’ home at province 
Czenstochau, Poland. Submitted by World Jewish Congress, New York. 
March 1946. 78785138: 24 Polish Jewish children, two born in Lodz and 
one in Piotrkow. 

18) List of children from Poland at present in transit - Camp School 
Cadorna — Milan. 28 November 1946. ISD, 7878 1632-7878 1633: 84 Polish 
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Jewish children, six born in Lodz, three born in Kalisz and one in Pi- 
otrkéw. 

19) List of children brought to France by the Vaad Hahatzala. February 
1947. ISD, 78779257-78779265: 58 Polish Jewish children, one born in 
Kalisz. 

20) List of children brought from Poland to France by the Vaad Hahat- 
zala. 3rd list. ISD, 78779273: 58 Polish Jewish children (without indication 
of birthplace). 

21) List of children in France. 5 December 1945. ISD, 78779290: 15 
Polish Jewish children, five born in Lodz. 

22) List of boys and grown-ups. 11 November 1946. ISD, 78779261- 
78779265: 142 Polish Jewish children, six born in L6dz, two in Kalisz. 

23) List of children at the childrens’ home at Otwock, Poland. Submit- 
ted by World Jewish Congress, New York. March 1946. ISD, 78786348- 
78786350: 107 Polish Jewish children, three born in Lodz, one in Kalisz. 

A total of 705 Polish Jewish children appears on these lists, of whom 41 
were born in Lodz, nine in Kalisz and five in Piotrkow. Their ages are bro- 
ken down as follows: 


Table 2.22: Data of various lists of surviving Jewish Children born in 
three Polish Cities 
Total | Lodz |Kalisz| Piotrk6w Total | Lodz |Kalisz| Piotrké6w 


1936| 44 1 1944 | 1 


1937] 33 1 1 1 Totals:| 705 | 43 9 2) 


In the following table I summarize all the data presented in this section. 


Table 2.23: Data of Surviving Jewish Children Born or Residing in Lodz 
Birth Year | Children Residing or | Born in Lodz Total 
Total Born in Lédz | (Lists 11-22) 
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Birth Year | Children Residing or | Born in Lodz Total 
Total Born in Lodz | (Lists 11-22) 
1937 125 4] 1 42 


54 25 25 
Totals:| 2,138 550 41 591 


Here we must add the children who in 1939 were in the Warthegau ghettos, 
whose inhabitants were later deported to the Lodz Ghetto. In the following 
table, I examine seven ghettos (see Table 2.1V in the Appendix). 


Table 2.24: Age of Jewish Children from various Polish Ghettos Deported 
to the Lodz Ghetto. 
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1945 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 


Totals: 2 8 30 10 42 3 4 99 
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The total number of children born between 1930 and 1944 who were trans- 
ferred from the Lodz Ghetto to Auschwitz in 1944 (or who were born in 
1945 to parents transferred there) that can be documented (last and first 
name, date of birth) is thus at least (591 + 99 =) 690, plus an additional 57 
born in these localities who were probably in the ghetto in 1944. 

The above lists show 2,138 children, of whom at least 690 resided in 
the ghetto in 1939, or were born in this city. The remainder (except for the 
57 mentioned above) came from localities in which the Jewish population 
had allegedly been exterminated, at least the old people and children. The 
cases of the Warsaw, Wilna and Lida Ghettos are well known. In Nowo- 
grédek, only about 110 adult Jews survived (Jackel et al., Vol. 2, pp. 
1018f.). From many locations, the Jewish population was deported to Tre- 
blinka (Ciechanowec, Gniewoszow, Kaluszyn, Kosow, Krymki, Miedzyr- 
zec, Mordy, Opat6w, Ostrowiec, Otwock, Radomsk, Stanistawow, Stara- 
chowice, Suchedniow, Szydtowiec, Wegrow, Wolomin), to Treblinka and 
Auschwitz (Bialystok, Grodno, Radom), to Treblinka and Sobibér (Deblin, 
Ryk1), to Sobibor (Belzyce, Chetm, Wtodawa), to Belzec (Nowy Sacz, Ty- 
czen), to Betzec and Treblinka (Sokol6w), to Betzec and Auschwitz 
(Przemysl), to Auschwitz (Bedzin, Sosnowiec) (Schwarz, pp. 113-122). 

Two girls were born in Chelmno: Gur Zonia in 1935,*?! and Gur Pinia 
in 1937.4 

As I explained earlier, these figures refer to about 16,000 Jews, but the 
relevant lists of names I mentioned earlier are deficient, so that the per- 
centage of children can be considered to be around (1,400 + 16,000 =) 
8.7%. According to statistics from the Institute of Jewish Affairs, titled 
“Jewish Survivors and Jewish Dead in European Countries under Axis 
Domination,” there were between 475,000 and 525,000 surviving Polish 
Jews in 1945 (Institute..., p. 2). Even taking the lower figure, assuming the 
aforementioned percentage, there would have been over 33,000 surviving 
children. 

It is true that the total number of children I have traced — 690, undoubt- 
edly only a fraction of the actual survivors — is roughly 6.2% of the chil- 
dren deported from the Lodz Ghetto (11,100), but it is also true that, from 
the orthodox perspective, this percentage should be zero. 

The data presented in this paragraph show that the children deported to 
Auschwitz were not gassed, but were admitted to the Transit Camp togeth- 
er with their mothers, and the case of the children born in 1945 is proof 
that pregnant Jews were also admitted there. 


491 YVA, M.7-1227, p. 65. 
492 ISD, 78785558. 
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In a table titled “Lodz Ghetto Jews killed in the gas chambers of KL 
Auschwitz or in unknown circumstances at Auschwitz or other camps 
(mentioned in the accounts of or questionnaires answered by former KL 
Auschwitz prisoners from the Lodz Ghetto),” Strzelecki, lists the following 
six children allegedly gassed (Strzelecki 2005, pp. 138-144): 


Table 2.25: Data of six Jewish Children Allegedly 
Gassed at Auschwitz 

Last Name [First Name Birth Date [d/m/y] 
Fabrykant |Awi 24/5/1938 


Koplowicz |Abraham 18/2/1930 


Pelcman Chaim Dawid 16/11/1935 


As mentioned earlier, Strzelecki mentions in another table a child who 
passed through the Birkenau Transit Camp: Chaim Liss, born on 25 March 
1931 (ibid., p. 163). 

From the fragmentary documents that have been preserved, it can be 
added — although this does not directly concern the Jews of Lodz — that the 
following Dutch Jewish children were evidently registered on 6 June 
1944; 


Table 2.26: Dutch Children Registered at Auschwitz on 6 June 
1944 


Last Name __ [First Name Birth Date [d/m/y] Reg. No. 
Jacobson Heinie 19/12/1935 188930 


4/6/1933 188932 


Viskoper Jack Robert 20/4/1938 188934 


There is no need to point out that none of this fits at all with an alleged pol- 
icy of extermination at Auschwitz of those unfit for work, in particular 
children. And it is easy to object to those who argue otherwise that, while 
there is no documentary evidence of the gassing of a single child at 
Auschwitz, every surviving child is living proof that no such policy was 
implemented. 

In this particular case, the six children allegedly gassed are opposed by 
at least 690 children who were transferred, obviously alive, from Ausch- 
witz — and Strzelecki should explain why some were gassed and others 
were not. 


493 AGK, NTN, 156, p. 175. 
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The number of children transferred was undoubtedly much higher, giv- 
en that the documented figure results from very a limited number of 
sources. This obviously affects the total figure of Jews from the ghetto reg- 
istered at Auschwitz. It was a well-established practice to leave children 
with their mothers. Therefore, to the minimum figure of 15,564 adult in- 
mates, an unspecified number of children must be added, on the order of at 
least hundreds. 

It should also be considered that Western Jews were also deported to 
the ghetto in 1941, as shown in the table below: 


Table 2.27: Western Jews Deported to the Lodz Ghetto in 1941 
Origin 


Totals 


Hamburg 
Totals:| 6,847 2,910 3,030 3,030 2,000 17,817 


Due mainly to mortality (4,159 deaths) and resettlements, only 3,141 Jews 
remained in the ghetto on 1 November 1942.” 

The series of reports titled “Evidenz,” which have been preserved for 
January through August 1943, lists the occupancy on the first day of each 
month of transports from 21 locations: Prague, Berlin, Vienna, Cologne, 
Frankfurt, Diisseldorf, Hamburg, Luxemburg, Leslau (Witocltawek), Pabi- 
anice, Léwenstadt (Brzeziny), Osorké6w, Belchatéw, Zeléw, Kalisch (Ka- 
lisz), Heidemiihl, Wielun, Sieradz, Warta, Zdunska Wola, Lask. The 
names in bold are those of the localities I examined earlier (Table 2.23). 

On 31 August 1943, the total number of Jews in the Lodz Ghetto who 
had been deported from the above-mentioned localities was 17,368;"° they 
represented more than 20 percent of the total population of the ghetto, 


494 APE, PSZ, 174, pp. 1-4. 
495 APE, PSZ, 1203, p. 12. 
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which on that day was 84,140 persons.*”° From September to December 
1943, there were no additions of note to the ghetto (admissions), because 
on 31 December, its population was 83,132 persons,*”’ and this was also 
true for 1944. 

The survivors among these more than 17,000 inmates are not consid- 
ered in these reports, so neither are the children, who, based on the per- 
centage given above, must have numbered about 1,500. 

To sum up, to the certain figure of 32,400 Jews from the Lodz Ghetto 
registered at Auschwitz, we must add: 

1) a surplus of women over the documented number, resulting from their 
preponderant proportion to men; 

2) men who passed through the disinfestation facility at the Gypsy Camp, 
who were not registered on the Glaser List; 

3) children who were not registered. 

Having made these clarifications, the (67,000 — 32,400 =) 34,600 missing 

Jews were presumably gassed, if we follow the orthodox narrative. But the 

data set forth above show that such an assumption is unreasonable. As not- 

ed earlier, on 22 July 1944, the ghetto population stood at 68,724, of whom 

63,856 were deployed at work in the various departments. There were 

4,633 children, hence there were (68,724 — 63,856 — 4,633 =) 235 unem- 

ployed persons, presumably because they were unfit for work. 

Since the missing persons number 34,600, it follows that the SS at 
Auschwitz is said to have gassed the (4,633 + 235 =) 4,868 children and 
adults unfit for work, plus, in round numbers, another 29,700 persons per- 
fectly fit for work. This fact — especially at a time of severe labor shortag- 
es, as I remarked earlier — is in itself an absurdity. And this does not even 
consider the fact that the documents refute the alleged policy of extermi- 
nating all Children. 

According to Strzelecki’s thesis, 45,000 of these 63,856 deportees — 
obviously Jews fit for work — became inexplicably incapacitated after a 
few weeks, such that they had to be exterminated at Auschwitz! Alterna- 
tively, the SS in the camp intentionally “gassed” huge numbers of Jews 
who were it for work. 

This is all the more absurd since on 30 July 1944, Greiser had decreed 
total mobilization for work precisely in the Warthegau for men and women 


496 APL. Mikrofilm Nr. 19703, syg. 1085, p. 361, “Tagesbericht vom Dienstag, den 31. 
August 1943.” 
497 Tbid. p. 598, “Tagesbericht vom Freitag, den 31. Dezember 1943.” 
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aged 15 to 65. The daily newspaper Litzmannstddter Zeitung spread the 
news as follows in its issue of 1 August:*”8 
“Posen, 30 July 1944. The Reich Defense Commissioner for the Reich De- 
fense District of Wartheland has issued the following order: 
Effective I August 1944, I order: 
(1) All men and women fit for work, of German and Polish and other for- 
eign nationalities, from the age of 15 to 65, who are resident or presently 
residing in the Reichsgau Wartheland, are obligated to perform emergency 
service for a short time for the purpose of the Reich’s defense. They shall 
obey the instructions of the labor authorities. [...] 
(4) Anyone who fails to comply with the instructions of the labor authori- 
ties issued on the basis of this order will be punished according to martial 
law.” 
The second absurdity is that the SS at Auschwitz inexplicably saved hun- 
dreds of children, allegedly slated for murder, from the “gas chambers.” 


2.11. Lodz Ghetto Jews in the Birkenau Transit 
Camp: an Open Problem 


Strzelecki mentions in a footnote a statement by the Auschwitz resistance 
dated 22 August 1944, “which indicates that apart from those who were 
registered there were also 30,000 unregistered Jews from Hungary” 
(Strzelecki 2005, p. 72, footnote 1). However, he adds the following with- 
out further comment (ibid., p. 73): 
“Tt is estimated that from July to September 1944 some 30,000 Hungarian 
and Polish Jewish men and women were held in ‘deposit’ in various transit 
camps within Birkenau, including sectors BIIc and BIII (which the prison- 
ers called ‘Mexico’) as well as isolated barracks in sector BHe (which until 
2nd August had served above all as the Gypsy Camp — Zigeunerlager) and 
BIlb (which until July 1944 had been the family camp for the Jews from 
Theresienstadt). So far it has been established that Jews from the Lodz 
ghetto were held in the former Gypsy Camp (some of the men in barracks 
4, 13, 14, 22 and 25) and in sector BIIc (in this case only the women).”’ 
There is no doubt that, in round numbers, at least 28,000 male and female 
Jews from the Lodz Ghetto were admitted to the Transit Camp in August 
1944 alone. On the other hand, as I demonstrated in Part One, the presence 


498 “Notdienstverpflichtung im Reichsgau Wartheland. Ein ErlaB des Reichsverteidigungs- 
kommissars / Die naheren Einzelbestimmungen,” in: Litzmannstddter Zeitung, Year 27, 
No. 214, 1. August 1944, p. 1. 
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of 30,000 Hungarian male and female Jews in the Transit Camp on 22 Au- 
gust 1944 is perfectly congruent with the Glaser List. One wonders then: 
why did the Auschwitz resistance never mention the presence in, or pass- 
ing through, the Transit Camp of at least 28,000 people from the Lédz 
Ghetto? 

With their puerile fairy tales quoted earlier they might have hoped to 
make people believe that these deportees had all been exterminated. 
Strzelecki adds the following to this topic (ibid., p. 114): 

“Not so long ago it was accepted that in 1944 the Nazi authorities had 

‘transferred’ through KL Auschwitz to work in other camps approximately 

25,000 male and female ‘deposit’ prisoners — Jews from Hungary and Po- 

land. But more recent estimates suggest that the figure was actually higher 

and that Lodz Ghetto Jews did not even account for the majority.” 
He does not provide any new estimates, but as early as 1995, he had car- 
ried out a detailed analysis of evacuation transports from Auschwitz. He 
arrived at the following conclusion (Strzelecki 1995, p. 353): 

“In the period May through October 1944, several tens of thousands, most 

probably up to one hundred thousand Jewish prisoners passed through the 

Birkenau Camp without being registered.” 

In fact, the figure of about 100,000 is still too conservative, because just 
the Jews deported from Hungary who passed through the Transit Camp, as 
shown in Part One, numbered about 93,700 (63,700 transferred up to 22 
August 1944, and 30,000 still present on this date), to which must be added 
at least 31,000 Jews from the L6dz Ghetto (about 15,400 men and 15,600 
women), which brings the total to 124,700. 

As for the 7,500 Jews who were transferred back to Auschwitz from 
Ptaszow in the first ten days of August 1944, and who allegedly housed in 
the Transit Camp, these were unregistered inmates (at most about 6,900) 
who had been transferred to Plaszow in June 1944 and who, when they 
returned to Auschwitz, were duly registered, so they did not go to the 
Transit Camp. 


Conclusions 


In early June 1944, Himmler ordered the evacuation of the Lodz Ghetto. 
After the war, the former German officials Fuchs, Biebow and Bradfisch 
stated, and some documents confirm, that the plan was to relocate the en- 
tire ghetto “as an armament factory” to Germany proper and Czechoslo- 
vakia. This probably concerned the transports of June and July. In August, 
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the ghetto’s occupants were transferred to Auschwitz. Some orthodox his- 
torian inferred that the initial plan was later modified, so that these Jews 
were sent to Auschwitz to be mostly killed there. However, the facts are 
very clear: the machinery was shipped directly to the specified destina- 
tions, while the men were sent to Auschwitz as a labor sorting center. 

A sentence from the report dated 22 January 1944, as mentioned earlier, 
explicitly states: 

“The greater part of the enterprises is labor-intensive: only some factories, 

for example weaving, are machine-intensive.”’ 
In practice, the work of the 99 Ghetto enterprises that existed at that time 
was based essentially on Jewish labor and only partly on machinery. For 
logistical and organizational reasons, the Jews of Lodz were first sent to 
Auschwitz, from where they were then relocated to the destination camps. 
This is also explicitly stated by Strzelecki (2005, p. 75): 

“Auschwitz also served as a transit camp (particularly from the spring of 

1944) for prisoner slaves to be transported deep into the German interior.” 
In this camp, a portion of the deportees were registered, but 

“thousands of others, including many Jewish men and women from the 

Lodz Ghetto, were transported to concentration camps in the Reich’s inte- 

rior to work in industries contributing to the German war effort.” (ibid., 

pp. 72f.) 
From this perspective, the claimed extermination of 45,000 Jews fit for 
work does not make sense, just as the transfer from Auschwitz of at least 
690 children does not make sense from the orthodox Holocaust perspec- 
tive. 
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Appendices 


Abbreviations 

AGK: = Archiwum Glowne Komisji Badania Zbrodni w Polsce (Archives 
of the Central Commission of Inquiry into German Crimes in 
Poland), Warsaw 

AMS: — Archiwum Muzeum Stutthof (Stutthof Museum Archives) 

APL: — Archiwum Panstwowe w Lodzi (State Archives of Lodz) 

APMO: Archiwum Panstwowego Muzeum Oswiecim-Brzezinka (Archives 
of the State Museum Auschwitz-Birkenau) 

BK: Bundesarchiv Koblenz 

ERA: _ Eesti Riigiarhiiv (State Archives of Estonia), Tallin 

GARF: Gosudarstvenni Archiv Rossiiskoi Federatsii (State Archives of 
the Russian Federation), Moscow 

GFHA: Ghetto Fighters’ House Archive, Kibbutz Lohamei Haghetaot 

ISD: Internationaler Suchdienst, Arolsen 

MOL: Magyar Orszdgos Levéltdr (Hungarian National Archives), Bu- 
dapest 

NARA: National Archives and Records Administration, Washington 
D.C. 

PAAA: Politisches Archiv des Auswartigen Amts, Berlin 

ROD: — Rijksinstituut voor Oorlogsdocumentatie (State Institute for War 
Documentation), Amsterdam 

RGVA: Rossiiskii Gosudarstvennii Vojennii Archiv (Russian State Ar- 
chives of War), Moscow 

TNA: The National Archives, Kew Richmond, United Kingdom 

TWL: = The Wiener Library, London 

YVA: Yad Vashem Archives, Jerusalem 
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Table 1.I: List of registration numbers assigned to transports of Jews de- 
ported from Hungary to Auschwitz 


Date 
[d/m/1944] 


Reg. 
Males 


Reg. Nos. 


Reg. 
Females 


Reg. Nos. 


7 22/5, 


A-2507-2540 


A-3103-5102 


A-5079-5136 


A-5342-5344 


9 23/5, 


12 25/5, 


A-5415-5419 


A-5770-6022 


14 26/5, 


17 28/5, 


22 1/6 


25 6/6 


12 


A-7729-7740 


26 


A-6024-6027 


A-6034-6035 


A-7039-7064 


A-7202-7205 


27 7/16 


A-14093-14094 


A-7211-7215 


A-7222-7224 
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Date Reg. Reg. Nos. Reg. Reg. Nos. 
[d/m/1944] | Males Females 
34 16/6 9 A-14298-14306 / 


38 


41 


17/6 


29/6 


120 


150 


A-14949-15068 


A-15069-15218 


43 


46 


3/7 


5/7 


174 


A-15857-16030 


A-16939-16951 


48 


51 


56 


59 


TT 


8/7 


11/7 


15/7 


217 


A-17235-17451 


A-17545-17546 


999 


A-8741-9739 


A-9753-9754 


62 


65 


26/7 


30/7 


A-19945-19946 


A-11819-13826 


67 


71 


76 


8/8 


11/8 


14/8 


50 


B-5569-5593 


B-6160-6209 


A-17141-18554 


A-21001-22000 
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Date Reg. Reg. Nos. Reg. Reg. Nos. 
[d/m/1944] | Males Females 
19/8 / 


83 4/9 5 B-9103-9107 / 


B-10072-10172 


B-10423-10453 


B-10454-10481 


Totals: 15,288 


Table 1.II: List of Jewish transports from Hungary (Kassa List, completed). 
N = serial number; Nd = Serial number of transports from Police Districts 
VI, IX and X 

N_| Nd | Date 1944 Origin District | # Deportees 
il 29 April Kistarcsa VI 


Sie 14 May Nyiregyhaza Vill 3,200 
nk. 


2614 16 May Beregszasz VII 3,818 


1d | 9 [17 May Ungvar VII 3,455 


14 | 12 | 18 May Maramarosszig Vill 


16 | 14 18 May SAtoraljatijhely VII 3,439 


19 | 17 | 19 May Matészalka VIII 3,299 


— 21 | 19 | 19 May Munkacs VIL 3,222 


24 | 22 | 20 May Munkacs VIII 3,026 
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N_ | Nd | Date 1944 Origin District | # Deportees 
27 | 25 | 21 May Satoraljatijhely Vill 3,290 


30 


32 


35 


37 


40 


45 


48 


50 


53 


55 


58 


63 


65 


28 


30 


33 


35 


38 


42 


46 


49 


51 


54 


59 


61 


22 May 


22 May 


23 May 


24 May 


24 May 


25 May 


26 May 


27 May 


27 May 


28 May 


29 May 


Ungvar 


Matészalka 


Munkacs 


Beregszasz 


Munkacs 


Aknaszlatina 


Baja 


Satoraljatijhely 


Ungvar 


Técs6 


Beregszasz 


Kisvarda 


Nagyvarad 


Kolozsvar 


Szilagysomly6 


Vill 


VUl 3,298 


VUl 3,269 


Vill 2,602 


VUl 3,080 


Vill 3,317 


Vill 3,325 


Vill 


Vill 2,208 


Vill 860 
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N_ | Nd | Date 1944 Origin District | # Deportees 
- 71 | 67 [31 May | Matészalka 0 | VEE | 3,299 
72 May ? ? 
7 TM a lle SMO Mt ae ath ie WL o es Whe ee, 
74 | 68 | 1 June Kisvarda Vill 3,421 


73 


2 June 


Szatmamémeti 


Kolozsvar 


IX-X 


75 


78 


3 June 


4 June 


Kassa 


Szaszrégen 


Vill 2,499 


IX-X 3,149 


80 


83 


86 


5 June 


5 June 


6 June 


Nagyvarad 


Nagybanya 


Beszterce 


IX-X 2,527 


IX-X 2,844 


IX-X 


88 


91 


8 June 


9 June 


Kolozsvar 


IX-X 1,364 


IX-X 


12 June 


Didsgy6r 


2,675 


12 June 


14 June 


15 June 


15 June 


Ersekujvar 


Miskolc 


Léva 


Ersektijvar 


2,899 


3,968 


1,980 
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N 


Nd 


Date 1944 


Origin 


District 


# Deportees 


115 


16 June 


Dunaszerdahely 


2,969 


118 


26 June 


Szeged 


120 


128 


27 June 


27 June 
27 June 


29 June 


Debrecen 


Békéscsaba 


Kecskemét 


2,790 


131 


30 June 


Budapest 


133 


5 July 


Szombathely 


3,103 


136 


6 July 


Kaposvar 


2,066 


138 


141 


146 


7 July 


7 July 


9 July 


Papa 


Obuda 


Obuda 


2,793 


3,151 


3,072 


148 


9 July 


Monor 


3,079 


151 


5 August 


Sdrvdar 


1,296 


Total: 


437,857 
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Table 1.III: List of very young and old Hungarian Jewish inmates em- 
ployed at the Trzebinia oil refinery 


Serial No.|Reg. No.| Birth Date [Serial No.|Reg. No.| Birth Date 
[d/m/y] [d/m/y] 
321 15/6/1887 583 B-6129 5/5/1889 


339 


B-5885 


5/9/1886 


597 


B-6143 


12/5/1928 


350 


363 


376 


B-5896 


B-5909 


B-5922 


14/11/1885 


23/4/1888 


24/10/1880 


14/12/1885 


601 


627 


630 


B-6147 


B-10083 


B-10086 


17/5/1885 


1/7/1929 


11/1/1928 


17/11928 


408 


425 


B-5954 


B-5971 


4/6/1887 


9/2/1930 


633 


644 


B-10089 


B-10100 


7/4/1928 


24/9/1929 


434 


439 


B-5980 


B-5985 


24/8/1882 


26/3/1889 


647 


649 


B-10103 


B-10105 


14/4/1928 


1/5/1928 


458 


473 


B-6004 


B-6019 


3/5/1876 


4/9/1889 


654 


656 


B-10110 


B-10112 


20/4/1928 


6/11/1929 


492 


B-6038 


18/1/1887 


661 


B-10117 


29/7/1929 
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Serial No.|Reg. No.| Birth Date {Serial No.|Reg. No.| Birth Date 
[d/m/y] [d/m/y] 
597 _|B-6053 29/11/1886 671 B-10127 28/7/1928 


515 


B-6061 


5/5/1928 


677 


B-10133 


2/4/1928 


529 


B-6075 


10/12/1889 


685 


B-10141 


18/4/1928 


557 


B-6103 


16/7/1928 


694 


B-10150 


8/4/1928 


569 


B-6115 


TIT/1928 


699 


B-10155 


23/5/1887 


IA |B-6120 | 25/8/1884 804 |. B-10260 | 1/8/1928 
578 B-6124 20/1/1889 806 B-10262 27/1/1928 
Part Two 


Table 2.1: “List of the ghetto population as of 1 March 1944, with approx- 
imate years of birth”; APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 21344, syg. 29260, p. 392. 


Birth Year 


Men 


Women 


Birth Year 


Men 


Women 


1940 


224 


241 


1896 


426 


619 


1935 


398 


394 


1891 


314 


364 


1932 


743 


765 


1888 


264 


401 


1929 


840 


773 


1885 


197 


355 


244 


C. MATTOGNO: POLITICS OF SLAVE LABOR 


Birth Year 


Men 


Women 


Birth Year 


Men Women 


1926 


1918 


984 


374 


1,026 


960 


1882 


1874 


139 229 


35 65 


1913 


678 


1,191 


1869 


1910 


845 


1866 


1908 


878 


1,104 


1864 


1901 


522 


614 


33,607 46,031 


Grand Total: 


79,638 


Table 2.1: List of workers from the various departments of the ghetto se- 
lected for the evacuation transport on 7 July 1944. APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 
19919, syg. 1302. 


# |Name in Company File/Reg. No. Name on Transport List | Birth Year 
Schneiderei — Rembrandtstrasse 14 
1 |Gecel, Jinna Gecel, Jinna 1920 


Jakubowicz. Chil 


Liwsze, Ajzik 


7 |Bilater, Calel 


498 


Pilater, Calel 


Jakubowicz, Chil 


Liwsze, Ajzyk 


1911 
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# |Name in Company File|Reg. No. [Name on Transport List | Birth Year 
12 |Skorka, Abram 582 (Skorka, Abram 1925 


14 |Tondowski, Abe 630 _|Tondowski, Abe 1923 
Stelle f. Abfalle — Bleicherweg 24/26 
_ I |Jsraelewicz, Spzrynca | 270. Israelewicz, Szprynca | 1899 
2 |Glicensztajn, Fajga 189 _|Glicensztajn, Fajga 1888 
Kohlenabteilung 
_1 |Beer, Gustav 40 Beer, Gustav, 1882 


. 3 [Najberg, Chaim 467 __|Najberg, Chaim 1906 
_6 Weinberg, Fiszel 660. [Weinberg, Fisze) ds 1904. 
7 |Zymelstein, Szmul 698 _|Zymelstein, Szmul 1924 
Metall-Abteilung IT — Hohensteiner 56 


B 


B t 


Jakob 


. 5__|Merker, Fraida Pesa 444 ___|Merker, Frajda Pesa 1911 
8 |Szajewicz, Jakyb 596 __|Szajewicz, Jakob 1927 
Schumacher-Abteilung I — Marysin 
_1 |Ast, Frymeta 29 __|Ast, Frymeta 1921 


Imberg, Bluma 


g 


2 


Cwikielska, Chaja 


264 


Cwikielska, Chaja 


Imberg, Bluma 


£ 2 
Militarstickerei — Miihlgasse 5 


Borensztajn, Renia 


75 


Borensztajn, Renia 


Herszbajn, Sura 


244 


Herszbajn, Sura 


5_|Knopf, Genendla 322 __|Knopf, Genendla 1925 
Winterbaukiasten-Radegast 
= I |Argiewicz, Dwojra. Argiewicz, Dwojra | 1925 
2 |Bekier, Laja Bekier, Laja 


Grynbaum, Kryna 


218 


Grynbaum, Krysia 
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# |Name in Company File|Reg. No.|Name on Transport List | Birth Year 
= 6. |Kowalska, Chana | 337 |Kowalska, Chana | 1918 
7_|Majlech, Rywka 431 |Majlech, Rywka 1921 


Korsett & Biis 


tenhalter-Abtlg. — Steinmetzstrasse 


Alter, Jacheta 
Kohn, Mariem 


Leder, Sara 


Alter, Jacheta 
Kohn, Mariem 


Leder, Sala 


6 |Lewkowicz, Bajla Lewkowicz, Bajla 1925 
Wasche & Kleider-Abteilung — Matrosengasse 10 
1 |Brummel, Edith 90 Briimel, Edith 1907 


Herszfinger, Fajga 


247 __|Herszfinger, Fajga 


Kranc, Hudesa 


342  |Kranc, Hudessa 


Pozner, Jochwet 


512 |Pozner, Jochwet 


9 |Trop, Laja 631 __|Trop, Laja 1924 
Schneider-Abteilung — Rembranststrasse 16 
as I Arnstein, Elisabet 0 | 27. |Ammstein, Elisabeth | 1896. 
7 2 |Boruchowicz, Rywka 81 __|Boruchowicz, Rywka 1921 


7 |Szwajcer, Icek 618 —|Szwajcer, Icek 1920 
Tabak-Abteilung — Sulzfelderstrasse 
1_ |Kaczka, Laja 298 __|Kaczka, Laja 1899 
Sekretariat und Hektographie 
1 |Hahn, Ernst 228 —|Hahn, Ernst 1915 
Wiasche- und Kleider-Abt. — Franztrasse 85 
1 |Freuman, Mindla 155 |Freuman, Mindla 1917 
Handweberei — Kelmstrasse 71 
1 |Szmulewicz, Sura 607  |Szmulewicz, Sura 1918 
Molkerei-Abteilung — Garbarska 8 
1 |Pacanowski, Chaim 486 |Pacanowski, Chaim 1892 
Gaskiichen-Abteilung — Matrosengasse 20 
1 |Skomulinska, Estera 581 Skomulinska, Estera 1916 
Hausschuhabteilung II — Strochengasse 22 
1 |Rosen, Gela 544  |Rozen, Gela 1918 
Arbeitsamt 
1 |Awerbuch, Chaim 30 Awerbuch, Chaim 1915 


Holzbetrieb IV — Basargasse 6 
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# |Name in Company File|Reg. No. Name on Transport List | Birth Year 
_1_[Arbeitsman, Josef 22 Arbeitsman, Josef 1927 


Dzialowska, Sura 


Sulkowski, Natan 


590 


Dzialowska, Sura 


Sulkowski, Natan 


1920 


10 |Wargocz, Szmul 652 |Wargocz, Szmul 1924 
Fleischzentrale — Sulzfelderstrasse 40 
1 |Mittelman, Salomon 450  |Mitelman, Salomon 1893 
Hausschuhabteilung — Goplanska 26 
1_|Wajc, Estera 642 _|Wajc, Estera 1930 
Schneiderei — Hanseatenstrasse 53 
_ 1 |Bach, Dina 31 Bach, Dina 1895 


Lewi, Alma 


Mendel, Louis 


Lewi, Alma 


Mendel, Louis 


8 |Wajnberg, Mojsze 645 |[Wajnberg, Mojsze 1927 
Schuhmacher-Abteilung II — Sulzfelderstrasse 82 
_1_|Aronowicz, Michal 28 _|Aronowicz, Michal 1927 


Herszbajn, Chaim 


243 


Herszbajn, Chaim 


Rosenblum, Mojsze 


als 
Tugetrajch, Boruch 


557 


636 


Rozenblum, Mojsze 


UE 
Tugetrajch, Boruch 


Wiener, Jakub 


1924 


Nahmaschinen-Reparatur-Abteilung — Rembrandtstrasse 


1_|Passalski, Majer Wolf 491 __|Passalski, Majer Wol 1926 
Wirtschaftsabteilung — Fischgasse 
= 1 |Brajtbart, Rojza Breitbard, Rojza 925 
2 |Dunkielman, Sara Dunkielman, Sara 


Gelbard, Szlama 


Gelbart, Szlama 
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Name in Com 


pany File|Reg. No.|Name on Transport List 


Birth Year 


Lewin 


Gedalja 


2 


Nowak, Abram 


Szpic, Nusen 


389 (Lewin, Gedalja 


478 


Nowak, Abram 


Szpic, Nusen 


1896 


1898 


_17_|Wroblewski, Efroim | 682 Wroblewski, Efroim |. 1898 

18 |Zeligman, Mojsze 688 —|Zeligman, Mojsze 1903 
Gerberei 
1 |Buda, Brajndla Buda, Brandla 1922 
3 |Laufer, Feliks Laufer, Felix 1927 
Altschuh-Abteilung — Sulzfelderstrasse 96 

wes I |Merker, Bliasz. 00 | 443. |Merker, Eliasz 0 | 1916 

2 |Wajs, Gerszon 648 | Wajs, Gerszon 1920 


Bahnhof Radegast 


Goldsztajn, Jsak 


212 |Goldsztajn, Izak 


4 |Zorawski, Mordka 700 = |Zorawski, Mordka 1910 
Friedhof, Marysin 
- I \Hauser, Ruchla| | 234 |Hauser, Ruchla | 1928 
2 24 Arbus, Masza 1917 


Handstrickerei — Fischgasse 21 
384 [Lewi, E 


2 


Feldmann, Hermann 


Kiirschner-Abteilung 
Feldman, Herman 


136 


1883 


Haas, Friedrich 


Liwsze, Fajga 


226 _|Haas, Frydrych 


420 _|Liwsze, Fajga 


1920 


8 |Rapaport, Sura 526 __|Rapaport, Sura 1923 
Hausschuh-Abteilung I — Hohensteinerstrasse 40 
ee To Herz, Nacha 292 |Here, Naha OTS 
2 |Lewkowicz, Icek 400  |Lewkowicz, Jcek 1924 
Schneiderei — Hanseatenstrasse 37 
1 |Blankowska, Sura 62 Blankowska, Sura 1927 
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# |Name in Company File|Reg. No. [Name on Transport List | Birth Year 
2 |Feldon, Zalma 138 ~_|Feldon, Zalma 1925 


4 |Kranc, Lajb 344 __|Kranc, Lajb 1925 


8 Rozensztrauch, Roza 562 /Rozenstrauch, Roza 1926 
Teppisch-Abteilung — Am Bach 10 
i 1d 135 ‘Feld Fani 1887 


Rozenfarb, Sara Rozenfarb, Sara 


Wozelman, Matka 


8 |Wolfowicz, Pesa 


Worcelman, Malka | 1904 
Wolfowicz, Pesa 1899 
Metall-Abteilung III — Rauchgasse 44 


_ 1 |Daun, Sara 106 |Daun, Sara 1915 


Rakowska, Sara Rakowska, Sara 


4 |Wendel, Alter Wendel, Alter 1917 
Gesundheits-Abteilung — Hanseatenstrasse 25 
_1 |Hamburger, Rajzla 225 _|Hamburger, Rajzla 1919 
3 |Dr. Natansen, Hugo 473 __|Natanson, Hugo 1897 
Strickerei — Holzstrasse 77 
__1_|Kohn, Chaim Israel 325 _|Kohn, Chaim Jsrael 1908 


3 |Wajnsztajin, Elie Lajb 647 —_ |Wajnsztajn, Elie Lajb 1908 
Elektrotechnische-Abteilung — Alexanderhofstrasse 36 
= 1 (Baum, Jakub | 36 /Baum, Jakob N92 
ae Bryn, Abram 0 93 Bryn, Abram L925 
3 |Weil, Arnold 658 | Weil, Arnold 1929 
Schneider-Abteilung — Neustidterstrasse 28 
_ 1 |Amster, Etla 13 Amster, Etla 1923 


. 3 (Gutman, Mojsze 224 |Gutman, Mojsze 1902 


. 8 ([Lajb, Sura 364 —_[Lajb, Sura 1920 


~10 Lipszyk, Jakob 410 ___|Lipszyk, Jakob 1905 
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# |Name in Company File|Reg. No.|Name on Transport List | Birth Year 
= 11 |/Majerowicz, Gitla, | 429. |Majerowicz, Gita | 1925 
12 |Pila, Chana Pesa 504  |Pila, Chana Pesa 1914 
Wasche-u.Kleider — Cranach 19 
1 |Erlich, Rosa 130 __|Erlich, Roza 1926 


dsp dimelfarb, Basia | 254 Himmelfarb, Basia 1925 on 
4 |Ptasznik, Estera Ptasznik, Estera 1927 
Gemiise-Abteilung 
1 |Apelbaum, Sura 15 Apelbaum, Sura 1919 


Lajzerowicz, Selig 


Goldstein, Benjamin 


209 |Goldsztajn, Benjanin 


367 _|Lajzerowicz, Zelig 


Nadelrichterei — Sulzfelderstrasse 21 


= 4’ |Rajchbard, Pesa Rajchbard, Pesa lmnt ILO 
5 |Rozental, Lola Rozental, Lola ? 
Radegast 
1 |Boms, Efraim Boms, Efraim 1920 


Wolfowicz, Mojsze 


673 |Wolfowicz, Mojsze 


Apfelbaum, Moses 


Friedmann, Dawid 


Herszkowicz, Sara 


Elektr. Strassenbahn 
19 


Frydman, Dawid 


Apfelbaum, Moses 


Herszkowicz, Sara 


6 |Nadel, Aron Nadel, Aron 1924 
Metallabteilung I — Hanseatenstrasse 63 
1 |Bokser, Szmul 67 Bokser, Szmul 1928 


Fiszman, Jose 


145 __|Fiszman, Josef 


Hirsz, Arno 


Rotsztajn, Chaim 


255 _|Hirsz, Arno 


540 __|Rotsztajn, Chaim 


Szpic, Abram 


608 _|Szpic, Abram 
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# |Name in Company File|Reg. No. Name on Transport List | Birth Year 
13 |Waj, Chaim Szulim 641 =| Wajc, Chaim Szulim 1927 


“15 Zalcman, Jsrael 687 |Zalcman, Izrael 1905 
Schneider-Zentrale — Hanseatenstrasse 45 
1 |Erdynast, Ruda 128 __|Erdynast, Ruda 1919 
2 


Symel, Golda 


Holzwolle-Fabrik, Marysin 


ymel, Szymon 592 Symel, Szymon | 1909 
Moszkowicz, Emmerich 457 |Moszkowicz, Emmerich 1919 
Holzbetrieb V — Bleicherweg 26 
_1 |Brokman, Abram 88 Brokman, Abram 1912 


3 |Litwin, Bajla 418 __|Litwin, Bajla 1904 
Tischlerei — Zimmerstrasse 12 
= I \Beker, Varaeh Beker, Waraeh fh IT8 
2 |Frankenthal, Lothar Frankenthal, Lothar 


Fleischman, Elsa 


Gerszonwicz, Abram 


182 


Fleischman, Elsa 


Gerszonwicz, Abram 


1919 


Hirsz, Hilel 


256 


Hirsz, Hilel 


1924 


“14 


“18 


Kuczynski, 


Lipszyc, Szmul L. 


Lewi, Adolf 


Noech, Sura 


Szmulewicz, Roza 


Fajwel 


353 


413 


477 


606 


Kuczynski, 


Lipszyc, Szmul L. 


Lewi, Adolf 


Fajwel 


Noech, Sura 


Szmulewicz, Rosa 


1927 


1928 


1925 


Tobiasz, Chaja 


629 


Tobiasz, Chaja 


25. |Wojdyslawska, Dwojra 670 __|Wojdyslawska, Dwojra 1922 
Miitzenwerkstéatte — Sulzfelderstrasse 
ol! 1 |Arensztajn, Olga | 25. |Arensztajn, Olga | 923 
2 |Tuch, Karola 634 _ /Tuch, Karola 1923 
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# |Name in Company File/Reg. No.|Name on Transport List | Birth Year 
Tricotagen-Abteilung — Sulzfelderstrasse 50 
a Pa ee ee! eS 2, ed reese 

2 |Berger, Ruta 49 Berger, Ruta 1931 


Erdynast, Fajga 


127 _‘|Erdynast, Fajga 


1917 


Gtogowska, Laja 


Lipszyc, Gela 


Nowak, Regina, 


197 _|Glogowska, Laja 


Lipszyc, Gela 


479 _|Nowak, Regina, 


1909 


1913 


i) EJ 1] 2 
Schuhfabrik 
1 |Apetyt, Abram 16 __|Apetyt, Abram 1906 


Dunkielman, Se 


Herszbajn, Usza 


lig Jos. 


120 


244 _|Herszbajn, Sura 


Dunkielman, Selig Josef 


1926 


1926 


Kurek, Mendel 


359 ~—_‘|Kurek, Mendel 


1924 


Rotsztajn, Rywen 


543 _/Rotsztajn, Rywen 


1927 


14 |Szer, Ida Arje 600 _|Szer, Ida Arje 1905 
Transport-Abteilung — Matrosengasse 7 
1_|Fryde, Taub 162 _|Fryde, Taub 1920 


= 5_|Rozenberg, Hinda | 549. |Rozenberg, Hinda | 1902 
6 |Silbergold, Machel 580 __|Silbergold, Machel 1888 
Abbruchstelle — Sulzfelderstrasse 
1 |Akst, Estera 11 Akst, Estera 1917 


Benedykt, Alter 


Benedykt, Alter 
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# |Name in Company File|Reg. No. Name on Transport List | Birth Year 
Abtlg. Papier-Erzeugnisse 
ae 1 TBoms, Roma enemnnfemn dined BONS, ROMA eefeeen I2A 

2 |Frymer, Pola 167 __|Frymer, Pola 1912 


= 5__|Mordchajewicz, Abram | 454 /Mordchajewicz, Abram | 1924 
6 |Szmulewicz, Chaja 604  |Szmulewicz, Chaja 1918 
Wiascherei — Holzstrasse 77 
1 |Con, Edit 99 Con, Edit 1918 


10 


sie 


Engel, Luba 


Jakubowicz, Chawa 


Landsberg, Gitla 


Manela, Rajzla 


Gerszonowicz, Drejzla 


Engel, Luba 


278 


438 


Gerszonowicz, Drajzla 


Ug 


Jakubowicz, Chawa 


Landsberg, Gitla 


Manela, Rajzla 


1902 


1898 


“14 


“17 


Pakula, Ita 


Rozenberg 


Rywka 


490 __|Pakula, Ita 


Rozenberg 


Rywka 


1903 


1921 


“19 


Wajnberg, Laja 


644 _|Wajnberg, 


Laja 


1916 


“OL 


Wladyslawska, Fajga 


669 


Wladyslawska, Fajga 


1920 


“24 Berkowicz, Estera Maria 52 Berkowicz, Estera Marja 1922 
Schneiderei — Hanseaten 34/36 
_ 1 _|Adler, Tema 6 Adler, Tema 1921 


Borensztajn, Chana 


Brenner, Maryla 


UE 


73 __|Borensztajn, Chana 


86 _|Brenner, Maryla 


1912 


1926 
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Name in Company File|Reg. No. 


Name on Transport List 


Birth Year 


Kasztan, Ruchla 


308 


Kasztan, Ruchla 


1909 


Kochman, Chaja 


Lewkowicz, Rojza 


Lewkowicz, Liba- 


Szajndla 


Osjak, Juda 


324 


484 


Kochman, Chaja 


Lewkowicz, Rojza 


Lewkowicz, Liba Szajndla 


Osjak, Juda 


1898 


1906 


Piernik, Regina 


496 


Piernik, Regina 


1912 


Podchlebnik, Genendla 


Solarz, Chil 


Trzesniewska, Mariem 


Wojdyslawska, Rachela 


Zaklikowska, Ela 


Szajbowicz, Ruchla 


507 


632 


Podchlebnik, Genendla 


Solarz, Chil 


Szajbowicz, Ruchla 


Trzesniewska, Mariem 


Wojdyslawska, Rachela 


Zaklikowska, Ela 


1915 


1911 


Dichterman, Chaja 


Schneiderei -Bleicherweg 3 


Flum, Lajzer 


Grynbaum, Sara 


Kon, Szprinca 


Sajtman, Szajndla 


Lwenda, Fajga 
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_ 14 |Jochlowicz, Chana 


16 


es 


Munter, Masza 


Wladyslawska, Estera 


Goldberg, Sura 


Schneiderei -Franzstrasse 29 


203 


Goldberg, Sura 


1927 


Goldsztajn, Cyrla 


Kranc, Kalma 


210 


343 


Goldsztajn, Cyrla 


Kranc, Kalman 


1928 


1923 


Pila, Hersz 


2 


505 


Pila, Hersz 


y 


1919 


Bokser, Sara 


Schneiderei — Rembrandtstrasse 
Bokser, Sara 


66 


Rozenbaum, Tola 


547 


Rozenbaum, Tola 


Borencwajg, Chaja 


Finkelstein, Rywka 


Krauskopf, Dora 


n 


chneiderei 


141 


346 


— Miihlg. 2 
Borencwajg, Chaja 


Finkelstein, Rywka 


Krauskopf, Dora 


1923 


Krygier, Mindla 


352 


Krygier, Mindla 


1911 
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# |Name in Company File|Reg. No.|Name on Transport List | Birth Year 


AD_|Solarz, Jakob 986 Solarz, Jakob L928 on 
16 |Zyferman, Chaja Sura 695 _|Zyferman, Chaja Sura 1915 
Wasche & Kleiderabteilung — Franzstrasse 13/15 
1 |Goldman-Piatkowska 205 |Goldman-Piatkowska 1912 
Estera Estera Dworska 


Hochszpigiel, Hendla 


Hochszpigiel, Hendla 


yg 
Kot, Hinda 


Kot, Hinda 


7 |Szmul, Dina 602 |Szmul, Dina 1905 


9 |Zynger, Edit 699 _|Zynger, Edit 1889 


Hausschuhabteilung V 


3 |Jochimowicz, Estera 286  |Jachimowicz, Estera 1913 
Malka Malka 


6 |Unglik, Daba 639 Unglik, Doba 1917 


Hut-Abteilung 
1 |Berlinska, Chawa Berlinska, Chawa 1922 


4 |Zonenszein, Sara 692  |Zonenszein, Sara 1917 
Sammel-, Sortierungs- und Verwertungsstelle -Steinmetzgasse 7 
1 |Goldman, Dina 204  |Goldman, Dina 1918 
3 |Jakubowicz, Frajda 279 _|Jakubowicz, Frajda 1923 
5 |Landau, Chaja 369 Landau, Chaja 1902 
7 |Warszawski, Abram 653 _|Warszawski, Abram 1926 
Wasche & Kleider Abteilung -Matrosengasse 14 
~ I |Ajzenband, Estera. | 8 |Ajzenband, Estera | 1925 
Akst, Chaja 10 Akst, Chaja 1925 


7 |Natanson, Hariette 472 __|Natanson, Harriette 1894 


8 |Rendsberg, Mina 530 _|Rendsburg, Mina 1924 
Wascherei — Reigergasse 
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# |Name in Company File|Reg. No. [Name on Transport List | Birth Year 
_1 |Arbus, Bella Arbus, Bela 1923 


Pomeranc, Ruta 


508 


Pomeranc, Ruta 


1925 


Hauzer, Rojze 


Proch, Estera 


Chemische Reinigungs- und Wasc 


hanstalt — Hohensteinerstras 


Hauser, Rojza 


Proch, Estera 


se 68 


Ber, Ruchla 


Ciolek, Izrael 


Fogel, Tobiasz 


Baharier, Mendel 


Dubkiewicz, Sura 


Holzbetrieb — Putzigerstrasse 9 


151 


Baharier, Mendel 


Ber, Ruchla 


Ciotek, Izrael 


Dubkiewicz, Sura 


Fogel, Tobiasz 


1923 


Frydman, Ruchla 


160 


Frydman, Ruchla 


1914 


16 


Gajer, Szajndla 


Infeld, Gitla 


266 


Gajer, Szajndla 


Infeld, Gitla 


1914 


1925 


“18 


Jakubowicz, Moszek 


280 


1884 


20 


23 


Kasziarz, Chana 


Lewin, Rywka 


390 


Kasziarz, Chana 


Lewin, Rywka 


1921 


1923 


“25 


Mandel, Liselotte 


435 


Mandel, Liselotte 


27 


30 


Miller, Icek 


Pilater, Estera 


449 


500 


Miller, Icek 


Pilater, Estera 


1927 


1916 


ey 


Ptaszkowski, Moszek 


520 


Ptaszkowski, Moszek 


1917 


34 


Rotsztajn, Roza 


542 


Rotsztajn, Rojza 


1926 
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# |Name in Company File|Reg. No.|Name on Transport List | Birth Year 
36 |Rozenblum, Zysla 558 |Rozenblum, Zysla 1926 


Sauer, Chaja 


Woler, Chan 


574 


672 


Sauer, Chaja 


Woler, Chana 


1906 


45 |Zulicka, Chana 693 |Zulicka, Chana 1925 
Leder- und Sattlerwarenabteilung -Schneidergasse 18 
wt 1 |Ajlenberg, Chana. Ajlenberg, Chama t9I3 
Arbeitsman, Fajga Arbeitsman, Fajga 1924 


4 |Buda, Genendla 


9 |Henechowicz, Mira 


239 


Buda, Genendla 


Henochowicz, Mirla 


1920 


Jakubowicz, Rachela 


Natanson, Juta 


282 


474 


Jakubowicz, Rachela 


Natanson, Juta 


1924 


1921 


Rozenberg, Szajna 


552 


Rozenberg, Szajna 


1925 


22 |Ziemniak, Jakob 690 _|Ziemniak, Jakob 1914 
Schiafte-Abteilung — Marysin 
hi T Berger, Sopmie calemmm  O enf PEELE, SOP deem LO 
Bloch Moszkowicz, 63 Bloch Moszkowicz, Emmi 1920 


Emmi 


4 |Diament, Szlama 


110 


Diament, Szlama 


1902 


6 |Dzialoszynski, Chil 


122 


Dzialoszynski, Chil 


1226 
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# |Name in Company File|Reg. No. [Name on Transport List | Birth Year 
10 |Lewi, Szlama 388  |Lewi, Szlama 1898 


“17 


Lipszyc, Szmul 


Princ, Herszlik 


412 


513 


Lipszyc, Szmul 


Princ, Herszlik 


1916 


19 


Szafir, Fiszel 


593 


Prust, Zelig 


1906 


Abramowicz, Fela 


Fuks, Hinda 


Strohschuh-Abteilung — Rungestrasse 4 


1 


Abramowicz, Fela 


Fuks, Hinda 


1919 


1923 


Kuprsztok, Estera Laja 


Kupersztok, Estera Laja 


1924 


12 |Warszawski, Szlama 655 | Warszawski, Szlama 1923 
Schneiderei — Frosch 13 
val 1 Berlinski, Mojzesz. | S7._...|Berlinski, Mojzesz. | A929 
2 |Kron, Dawid 347 _‘|Kron, Dawid 1926 


Mendel, Johanna 


Rawicki, Szmul 


Salomonowicz, Ruchla 


Mendel, Johanna 


Rawicki, Szmul 


Salomonowicz, Ruchla 


Werkktichen-Abteilung — Matrosenstrasse 20 


Bryl, Tauba 
Dancyger, Ruchla 


Gelbart, Chaja 


92 


Bryl, Tauba 
Dancyger, Ruchla 


Gelbart, Chaja 
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Name in Company File 


Reg. No. 


Name on Transport List 


Birth Year 


Hauser, Ruchla 


233 


Hauser, Ruchla 


1901 


Klubska, Malka 


Szpiro, Sara 


Unger, Laja 


Rozental, Ruchla 


320 


Klubska, Malka 


Rozental, Ruchla 


Szpiro, Sara 


Unger, Laja 


1898 


Zentral-Lager-Abteilun 


Lajb, Bencjon 


Michel, Walter 


361 


447 


g fiir Eisen und Metall 
Lajb, Bencjon 


Michel, Walter 


5 |Straéussler, Julius 614 — |Straussler, Julius 1885 
Schneiderei-Abteilung — Kreuzgasse 2 
Besser, Cela Besser, Cela 1921 


Braun, Josef 


Feld, Samuel 


Kolton, Chaja 


329 


Braun, Josef 


Feld, Samuel 


Kolton, Chaja 


1914 


Kuczynska, Frania 


354 


Kuczynska, Frania 


1922 


Szternszos, 


Wolniewicz, Gitla 


Rywka 


613 


Szternszos, Rywka 


Wolniewicz, Gitla 


1910 


] 


Zylberman, Henryk 


Bau-Abteilung — Steinmetzgasse 15 


34 


B 1, Szmul 


Zylberman, Henryk 


Dawid, Gertrud 


w 


108 


eferat fiir Biiroarbeiten 


Dawid, Gertrud 
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Name in Company File 


Reg. No. 


Name on Transport List 


Birth Year 


Gloessner, Grete 


184 


Gloessner, Grete 


1896 


Kohn, Mania 


Kon, Mania 


1904 


Leder- 
Abramowicz, Jenta 


Markowicz, Mariem 


und Sattler — Fischgasse 15 


2 


439 


Abramowicz, Jenta 


Markowicz, Mariem 


1912 


Najman, Chuma 


468 


Najman, Chuma 


10 |Rozenbaum, Chana 545 |Rozenbaum, Celana 1920 
Textilfabrikationsabteilung — Holzstrasse 77 
Me: 1 Apfelbaum, Bted ld dA Pelbaum, Bed ld 909 
= 2. |Kadysz, Chaim | 299 |Kadysz, Chatm 902 
3 |Kuren, Estera 360 _|Kurek, Estera 1920 
Schneiderei -Rembrandtstrasse 8 
__1_ |Badower, Hudes 32 Badower, Hudys 1923 


Lubersztejn, Juda 


Fiedler, Hersz 


Popinski, Welwel 


510 


Popinski, Welwel 


Stopnicka, Szajndla 


588 


Stopnicka, Szajndla 


9 |Zielonka, Szprinca 689 _|Zielonka, Szprinca 1906 
Strohschuh-Abteilung — Sulzfelderstrasse 
- 1 |Bajnwel, Finkla | 35. |Bajnwel, Pinkla | 1907 
2 |Czaper, Mojsze 103 _|Craper, Mojsze 1929 


Huberman, Hinda 


263 


Huberman, Hinda 


1927 


Izrael, Rajzla 


268 


Izrael, Rajzla 


1915 
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Name in Company File 


Reg. No. 


Name on Transport List 


Birth Year 


Lisoprawska, Cywia 


Molkenstein, Bluma 


416 


453 


Lisoprawska, Cywia 


Molkenstein, Bluma 


1920 


1924 


Schwachstrom-Abteilung 


1 |Zalcman, Chana 686  |Zalcman, Chana 1918 
Drahtzieherei und Nagelfabrik 
= T Fiszer, Rudolf oc cleml 43 [Fiszer, RUM OME adel 926 
2 |Weber, Chil 657 | Weber, Chil 1926 


Table 2.1II: Jewish Survivors from Lodz Ghetto (Canadian List), who re- 


siding in Lédz in 1939 (or their mothers). 


499 


Ref. Last Name First Name Birth Year 
24), ne Agee Rerysty ma fmm 1933 
YVA, 3 Aleksandrowicz Olek 1935 


Altman 


Awronska 


Salek 


Rachela 


1930 


1933 


Bankier 


Baumwolzszpiner 
Belrzycki 


Bergman 


Berlinska 


Andrzej 


Salomon 


499 Unless stated otherwise, all references to YVA give page numbers referring to YVA 


archival reference M 


.7, 1127. 
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Ref. 


Last Name 


First Name 


Birth Year 


YVA, 18 


ISD, 4955147 


Bialek 


Binke 


Estera 


Szlomo 


1934 


1930 


YVA, 19 


Binsztok 


Szlojma 


1934 


YVA, 20 


Blas 


Aleksander 


1933 


ISD, 78785631 


Borensztajn 


Bornstein 


Joanna 


Elzbieta 


1941 


1930 


YVA, 22 


Borsztajn 


Chaim 


1937 


Brans 


Szymon 


1941 


YVA, 23 


Braszskind 


1930 


YVA, 24 


Brem 


Sara Rywka 


1943 


YVA, 12 


Bryn 


Tadeusz 


1930 


Brystowski 


Szmul 


1931 


ISD, 78785633 


ISD, 4955147 


ISD, 78785633 


Buch 


Burgeman 


Buselewicz 


Senyk 


Moniek 


Berko 


1941 


1930 


1945 
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Last Name 


First Name 


Birth Year 


Celer 


Majer 


1935 


Chencinski 


Chodes 


Chojnacki 


Cwajfler 


Robert 


Izrael 


Izak 


1942 


1938 


Czapniki 


Dawidowicz 


Dlugonoga 


Dubowis 


Dziewiecka 


Fajngold 


Feferanc 


Felberg 


Danuta 


Wladyslaw 


Terenia 


Ryszrad 


Lazar Aron 
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Ref. Last Name First Name Birth Year 
YVA, 45 Fiszelsohn Jerzy 1940 


Fiszersohn Dina 1935 


ISD, 78781632 __/Flajszakier Minia 1934 


ISD, 78785544 [Flam Gerszon 1935 


ISD, 78781973 _|Francental Alisa 1933 


Fryd Icek 1935 


YVA, 49 Frydman Sonia 1945 


ISD, 78785545 [Frydman (Fiszersohn) _[Malwina 1934 


YVA, 50 Fryszdorf Gabriel 1944 


YVA, 53bis Fuks Mania 1930 


YVA, 53bis Gasko Lida 1945 


Gendler-Page Lea 1940 


YVA, 67 Gerszenowicz Szyfja 1939 


Janusz 


Ginsburg 


YVA, 56 Glass Zofia 1931 
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Last Name 


First Name 


Birth Year 


Gliksman 


Izak 


1930 


Goldberg 


Goldin 


Gorzyczanski 


Grinstein 


Moise 


1930 


Gutman 


Halberstadt 


Haskiel 


Hocherman 


Holckerer 


Intersztajn 


Jakubowicz 


Estera 


Gabriel 


Waldi (7) 


Eleasz 


Wlodzimierz 


Stefan 


Aronika 
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Ref. 


Last Name 


First Name 


Birth Year 


ISD, 78785570 


ISD, 78785570 


ISD, 5363651 


ISD, 78785572 


ISD, 78785575 


ISD, 78785575 


ISD, 78785583 


ISD, 78785576 


ISD, 78786348 


ISD, 78785583 


ISD, 78785577 


ISD, 78785577 


ISD, 4955147 


ISD, 78785578 


ISD, 78785579 


Jelska 


Judelewicz 


Kalman 


Kalmanowicz 


Karas 


Kasierz 


Kazuchowicz 


Kibessein 


Kilbert 


Kirszenbaum 


Klot 


Kochenski 


Kolski 


Kopf 


Kordelas 


Irena 


Jozef 


Leon 


Karol 


Elisa 


Sura 


Sabina 


Franciszka 


Josef 


Izrael 


Rozlja 


Andrzej 


Natan 


Henia 


Szmul 


1936 


1933 


1931 


1933 


1937 


1935 


1945 


1942 


1936 


1931 


1945 


1945 


1930 


1939 


1932 
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Ref. Last Name First Name Birth Year 
ISD, 78785580 Kozuchowicz Izak 1943 


Kreichman 


Kruszniewski 


Szymon 


1940 


Kuperman 


Lajzerowicz 


Ledowska 


Lewartowicz 


Litwin 


Lotenberg 


Lubelski 


Helena 


Bronislaw 


Kazimierz 


Elizabeth 
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Ref. 


Last Name 


First Name 


Birth Year 


ISD, 78793193 


ISD, 78785701 


ISD, 78785707 


ISD, 78785702 


ISD, 78785709 


ISD, 78785712 


ISD, 78785709 


ISD, 78785715 


ISD, 78785716 


ISD, 78785717 


ISD, 78785718 


ISD, 78785719 


ISD, 78785720 


ISD, 78785720 


ISD, 7879290 


Lubinski 


Meniok 


Miller 


Minc 


Monat 


Mordowicz 


Mozer 


Najman 


Namiot 


Nikonorow 


Nowak 


Openhajm 


Ostern 


Oterman 


Prajs 


Neche 


Bronia 


Marek 


Motya 


Fela 


Bela 


Szoel 


Johosza 


Aleksander 


Stanislaw 


Glika 


Janka 


Hanna 


1930 


1941 


1933 


1937 


1936 


1930 


1938 


1930 


1935 


1932 


1930 


1938 


1934 


1938 


1934 


270 
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Ref. 


Last Name 


First Name 


Birth Year 


ISD, 78785742 


Radoszycky 


Ryszard 


1932 


Rajchkind 


Rakoczynska 


Rawicki 


Ritt 


Stefan Manfeld 


Joanna 


1932 


Ronicki 


Rosenberg 


Rosenblum 


Rozenbaum 


Rozenberg 


Rozenfeld 


Rozental 


Rubinowicz 


Ryszard 


Szilek 


Emanuel 


Monika Bina 


Elzbieta 
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TWL, 32 Sinnik Rita 1932 


ISD, 78785749 


ISD, 78785749 


ISD, 5363659 


ISD, 78781632 


Skorecka 


Skornicka 


Slobocka 


Spektor 


Szrebrnik 


Paulina 


Paulina 


Janina 


Wolf 


Szymon 


1938 


1934 


1937 


1930 


1931 


TWL, 61 


Stera 


Jakow 


1930 


ISD, 78785751 


ISD, 78785756 


Strychowska 


Swiger 


Dorota 


Henryk 


1942 


1932 


TWL, 48 


Szatan 


Mordka 


1941 


TWL, 59 


Szpilfegel 


Ewa 


1939 


ISD, 78785767 


ISD, 78785774 


Sztrumpf 


Szustak 


Heniek 


Abram 


1931 


1945 


Szyper 


Zenon 


1938 


TWL, 68 


Tajchman 


Abram 


1941 
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Ref. 


Last Name 


First Name 


Birth Year 


ISD, 78785777 


Tempelhof 


Halina 


1936 


Wajnbach 


Wajsfeld 


Maksim 


1940 


Weicer 


Winterek 


Zajbert 


Zawankin 


Aleksander 


Elzbieta 


Bronislaw 


Motel 


Soszana Elka 


1941 


Zlotowski 


Zolkewicz 


ISD, 78785806 


Zylberg 


Miroslaw 
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Table 2.IV: Jews residing in the Brzes¢, Brzeziny, Kalisz, Pabianice, 
Wielun and Ztoczew Ghettos who were deported to the L6dz Ghetto.*° 


Ref. Last Name First Name Birth Year 
Brzesé 

VA, 2 Ajzenberg ewe 1944 
YVA, 45 Fiszer Nuta 1937 
Brzeziny 

YVA, 69 Goldfaj 1931 


Eksttajn 


ISD, 78785802 _|Zulc Maryla 1932 


YVA, 3 Akselrad Romana 1933 
Kalisz 

ASD, 78785592 [LAPSZy Kal ee 1940 
ISD, 78785591 _|Liebeskind Halina 1931 


YVA, 28 Chencinski Estera 1934 


Chencinski 


YVA, 23 Brande Mojzesz 1944 


ISD, 4955148 _Treger Henryk 1930 


YVA, 9 Bielka Josek 1934 


YVA 11 Borensztein Mosze 1931 


ISD, 78786348 _Jakubowicz Rafal 1931 


ISD, 78781633 _ |Sznycer Zew 1931 


500 Unless stated otherwise, all references to YVA give page numbers referring to YVA 
archival reference M.7, 1127. 
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Ref. Last Name First Name Birth Year 
ISD, 78781633 /Weber Mania 1931 


ISD, 7879257 


Blaszkowski 


Lotek 


1933 


Pabianice 


Kozuch 


Masza 


1932 


Sztern 


Friedman 


Piotrkéw 
ISD, 5363658 


Rybsztajn 


Grunbaum 


Kesselstein 


Granatstein 


Simcha 


Efroim 


Jadzia 


Srul 


1932 


Altman 
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Ref. Last Name First Name Birth Year 
ISD, 3399237 Frankel Fella 1937 


ISD, 5363649 


SWIL,7 


ISD, 78785545 


Goldblum 


Blum 


Folman 


Izak 


Marian 


Rafal 


1939 


1940 


1941 


ISD,78785138 


Wielun 
ISD, 4955147 


Abramowicz 


ISD, 78785774 


Gesber 


Sulamita 


‘YVA, 75 


Herszaft (Rapacki) 


Aleksander 
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Documents 
Zatacanix Br. 5. 
Od pias. /str. 7 protokotu/, 1 {i 
MAftl. Dekleidang-—Kamuern 
Kel,Auschwitz IT Auschwits II,den 14 Juli 1944. 


Metrefit; Bekleidung u. WAache 2, jUd, HErtlinge 
Besug _: Schreiben KL.Dachau v. 26.6.44.A2: ¥/5 1518/6.44,. -H 


Anlagen: 3 

An die 

Verwaltung, Abt. Sekleidung 

Kale. auschwite 

Vor 4oo 29,Juni 94a wurde von K.i.Auschwitz II nur 1 Transport u. 
eaw.an 15.6, nach dem E.L.Kaufering abgefertigt. Zur aufkilrung des 
Sachverhalteawird in Machstehenden der geeanate Vergang vom Eintref- 
fon der ungarischen Judenh&ftlinge bis zur Bahnverladung beschrieben, 
Nach Eintreffen der Zuglnge in hiesigen Konzentrationslager werden 
Gen HEftlingen die geuaamte Zivil-Hekleidungsstficke abgenommen und 
nach grlindlichat durctigefihreter Entlausung werden disse HRft linge 
mit den von der Verwaltung sur Verfgung gestellten HAftl.Bekleidunge 
sorten eingekieidet. Die Hekleidungsstticke sind sit~Ausnshoe der WA- 
sche und der Schuhe neu-. Hesden und Unterhosen werden aus den ji- 
diechen Ssumelbestinden der Effektenkaunsr entnousen, nachden disse 
entlaust und wit Lausetto beooritst wurden, Eine vorherige Reinigung 
dieser WEschestiicke ist ait Rlcksichkeit auf den Ustang der Trane 
porte und aangels newer WAschegarnituren nicht aiglioch. Die Unter- 
wische #ird aber vor Angabe sorgfhltigat sortiert, ewodase our ein- 
wandfreie, also nicht serrissene WRache gelangt. Die Schuhe werden 
den HEftlingen beim Zugang micht abgenonmen, Es behalten daher die 
HA¢tlinge ihre eigenen Schuhe, nachdem diese grindlichst desinfesiert 
wurden. Jene HEftlinge, deren stark beschiidigt bezw, unbrauchbar * 
gina, erhalten nach Weisung der Standortverwaltuny neus Bolsschuhe. 
Strilapte oder Fusslappen, wie in obsitierten schreiben erwahnt,er- 
halten die HAftlinge Mbernaupt nicht. Sie erhalten ausechliess#lich 
die im K.L.Auschwits If angetertigten Yiisslinge. Das Kinkleiden der 


Document 1: Letter by the department head of the inmate clothing 
department Birkenau to the local administration dated 14 July 1944, with 
the subject “Bekleidung u. Wasche f. jid. Haftlinge” (“Clothes and laundry 

for Jewish Inmates.”) Source: AGK, NTN, 88, pp. 111-113. 


C. MATTOGNO - POLITICS OF SLAVE LABOR 277 


> 1i2 
Zuglinse wird vom Kammerwart und dem Capo der HEftl. Hekleid,Kammer- 
strougatens Gberwacht. Nachdeu die einzelnen Zugangstransporte ein- 
gexleidet sind, werden diese in das Durchyancelacer K.1.Auschwits 
II flerstellt und vom Arbeitsdienstflhrer Uschn Olexiuc Sbernosum . 
Dieser stellt fiber die Bekleidungssorten ait denen die Juginge be- 
kleidet sind eine Quittung aus, aus welcher ersichtlich ist, mit 
welchem Hekleidungastiicken cie Hit'tlinse versehen sind. Diese quit- 
tung wird sur Einsichtsnshae vorgelest. Is Durchzongslager vérbdlei- 
ben die ZugMnge aehrere Tage /bie su 2-3 Wochen/. mit Bilcksicht auf 
den Mangel an asusreichenden Unterklinften sind in jeder Unrake,wel- 
che flr einen Noraalbeleg von 500 HAftlingen vorgesehen ist, 100 
- 1200 Hftlinge untergebrocht. Schon dieser Unstand bedingt eine 
etarke Verunreinigung der Bekleigungssticke, In Durchgengalager wer- 
den aus den dort untergebrachten Hiftlingen Transporte susanmenge~ 
etellt und diese ino Quarantenlager verlegt, wo sie bis zum Abtrans- 
port schrere Tage vertieiben. Vor dem Abtransport werden die HEftlin- 
ge von dem Gano der HAftl.Hekl.Kaamer des Quarant&nelavers einer ge- 
nauen Kontrolle unterzogen, Samtliche Hekleidungsstticke, welche 
sioh bei dieser Kontrolle als schadhaft erweisen, werden vor dea 
Abtrahsport ausgetauscht, Der Xauwerwner tiberzeugt each von der Durc 
fihrung dieser bestimoung, Der Arbeitodienstfilhrer $S-Uscha Ulexiuk 
der den uransport susamnengeeatellt an den Transportflhrer Obergibt, 
bestAtigt sur eines Lieferschein die Ubernahwe jener Hekleidunge- 
stficke mit denen die Hiftlinze aus yentattet sind. 
Der fragliche Transport, der sur Beanstandung Anlass gegeben hat, 
warde lt,lieferschein fir.12, der in der anlage beizeifigt ist, am 
15.6.1944 abyefortig.. Nach dieses Lieferschein warden die H&ftlin- 
ge wit neven Drellwarnituren versehen, lediglich 47 Drelljacken und 
45 Dreilhosen waren nicht neu, sondern gebraucht, aber in gewasche~ 
nem una einwandfreien Z-ustand. Diese alten Drellgarnituren sussten 
asusgegeben werden, da ait Ricksicht auf die umfangreichen ZJuy’nge 
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die newen Drellgarnituren is enteprechenden Unfang nicht rdchthes- 
tig angelietert wurden, Es wurde danher von der Yerwnltung auftrag 
gegeben in sine solonen Nottall alte Drellgarnituren aus zugeben 
um eine Stockung su veruesiden und eine reibungslose abfertigung der 
umfangreichen Zug@inge su sichern, Zu diesen Zweck hat die Verwaltuns 
in auschvits eit dchreiven von 5.6.44 den auftrag gegeben eutlicne 
im Luger vefindlichen tiverzHhligen alten Qrellzarnituren einsuzieher 
und fir dio Kinkleidung von Zug&ngen zur Verfgung zu halten, Wenn 
die H&ftlinge,wie ia obsitierten dehreiben behauptet,mit Hosen, die 
nur ein oder anderthalb Hosenbeine hatten oder sit HScken ait einen 
sogar ohne Zruel bekleidet gewesen whren,whren diese Transporte vou 
Arbeitedionstflhrer bei der Ubernahue beanstAndet besw.fberhag nicht 
fihernomnen worden, Es ist fr diese Beanstandung nur eins Ertlfrang 
aiglioh, d.i.,davs die H&ftlinge sich wihrend der Panrt bei der 
herrechenden Hitse in den geschlossenen Waggons suszezogen haben und 
die wekleidungestiicke, welche dann beia Transport achadhart wurden, 
weggeworfen haben,Die krrahrung hat weiterhin gezeigt,dass spexziell 
Lerchfall-Krankxe, Head und Unterhose,dis beschautst werden,wegwerfen 
oder serreiosen und sie an Stelle von Toiléttenpapier benlltzen.Die 
Sexle Léunsekemsera E.L.Auschei ta II haben seit dem 16,V¥,1944 bis 
heute oa 57,000 JIli¢tlinge eingekleidet und 48 Transporte mit 45,152 
UAftlingen fr den Abtransjort abgefertigt, ohne dase bisher die 
geringste Seschwerde eingelaufen wire. Die Heanstandungen kSanen 
daher nur wihread: des Qransportes entstanden sein, . 


Der Kamuerwart: 
/~/ podgis aleozytelny 
. SS<Unterecharftthrer 


2 oryginazesa zgodny: 


Gaatlse, 
§ Sledezy. f 
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Document 2: Report “HKB Arpbulanz Bli/a. Auschwitz IL. Monatsbericht 
uber vortibergehend im Lager untergebrachte u[ngarische Juden]” (“Inmate 
hospital. Infirmary Blla. Auschwitz II. Monthly report on Hungarian Jews 
provisionally housed in the camp”) covering the period 26 June to 26 July 
1944. Source: GARF, 7021-108-32, p. 76. 
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Absohrift 3686-P5 , 
Direktor Leo Glaser D438) BAG 
Lexbach, 


281 


den 5. Adwust 1945 
An io 


Amerikenisohe Militaerregierme 
j in Lins 


Botrifft: SS- Houpteturmfuehrer Kroner des Konzantrationslagers 
Borron-Belesn. 


Dureh dic Presse und den Rundfunk habe ich erfahron, deso 

S& Houpteturmfuehrer Kramer, dor Lacerxomtendant dea Konzentrations- 

lagers Bergen-Belsen, wegen Mordes an 27,000 Juien mgeklact ist. 
5 Kremer wor in Jehre fous Lecerkomandant deo Kongentrationalacers 

Auschwitz II ( Birkenau) . 

In der Zeit von Mai 1944 dis 20 Septenber 1944 warden in den 

Krematorien des Losers Ausohwits It ( Birkenou) unter seiner Leitung 

ca 650,0007uden ( Maonnor, Frauen wid Kinder ) dureh Giftgas getoctet 

wd in den Krezatorien verbrennt. Es ist dies der eroesste Messen < 

pord aller Zeiten. In dem vorgenannten Zeitabsshnitt kacon on. 825,00 
Julien ous allen He-renlecndiern nroh Ausechwitz, oa. 20 ¢ der Gesant - 
gohl ( Moonner und Frauen) kotor ine Luger, der Rest wirde vyerniohtet. 

In der Anlage erlaube ich mir cine detatliierte Aufstcllung 
der in der obengenannten Zeit in Birkenau eingelangten sacnnlichen 
Transporte zu usberreichen. Die Anzahl der Frauentransporte im flei = 
chen Zeitabsclmitte iet annachernd dieselbe, wmn nicht hoeher. 

Ioh wer sicben Jehre in verschiedenen Konzentrationslagen 
alo politincher Haeftiing bis mu: meiner am 6. Mat a.J. erfolcten 
Befreiung festgehelten und befand mich von Uktober 1942 bis sum 
8 Jenner 1945 fusoheitz-Birkenau. Ich bin fugenzeuge dicser oben- 
genannten Greueltaten gowesen und hatte Golegenheit, mir uebar alle 
einlangenden Tronsporte Aufzeichnunge: mi meehon. Diese Aufzoichnungen 
Imbe 4ehn unter staendiger Lebencefahr bis <u meiner Befreiung bei 


Ioh bitte die Amorikanioche Militacrregierung, Gesea 
Schveiben fuer den Fell, ele poine ‘Angaben von Interesse sein soli~ 
ten, on die sustacndige Stelle witerleiten zu wollen, Ich bin jeder- 


. goz. Leo Glaser 
Dirextécr der Vera. Anstalt der 
Ocetorreichisohen Bundeslander ‘ian. 
dorzeit: Wien 1, Slisabethstr.24 


anlage: 1 detaillierte Aufstollung. 


Document 3: Glaser List. Source: Document PS-3686. YVA, O.18-240. 
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Zusmmmenste llung 


der 
in der Zeit yom 16.7. bis 20.97.1941. 
im Konzentrationslager Aussohwits II 


Birkenaw 
eingetroffenen Traneporte / Meannor? 


. is 28. Hefti. - - a9 Arier u. 28.165 Juien 
Weaet Fea: oes « 296 Arter u. 70,020 sasen 
Monat Juli: 12.443 * - = 739 Arter u. 11.704 
Monat Awguet:24.174 * -2070 * wU. 22.10, * 


Monat t 6.391 “59 . «t. 24 
de - Arier u. 32.435 Juden 


Lesbach, den 5. August 1945 


Fuer die Richtigkeit : 

Gez. Leo Glaser 

Dirextor der Yers. Anstalt der 
cesterreichiechen Bundesiender, Wien. 
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2«IX. 6 slovakisohe Jujen aus Slovakei 
ed 72 Tranzoesische Juijen aus Lyon 
3 5 oesterreichisohe Juden aus wien 
5. 258 hollaendische Jujen ous Aceterdan 
* 1.995 Polen ous Warechau 
6. 32 franzoesische Juden aus Clermont-Ferrand 
7. 23 italionioche Juden aun Triest 
8. 27 deutsche Juden sus Sorlin 


13. 932 Polen aus Wercohau 
49. 3.022 Polen aus ‘arschau 


20. 32 slovakische Juden aus Terenje 
« 8 ung. Juden aus Budapest 
zusacnen: 

6.591 


davon a Arier 
Rest; Juden 
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Zusanmensteilung 


der 
in der Zeit vom 16.¥. bio 20.39.1941, 
im Konzentrationsleger Auscohwits It 


Birkeneu 
singetroffenen Transporte / Meenner? 


4: 28.457 Heftl. = 292 arier u. 24.165 Julien 
wopst Yinu: 20.316 * = 296 Arter u. 20,020 Juden 


Monet Juli: 12.443 * - 739 Arier u. 11.704 " 
Monat August: 24.174 ® -20 w the 22.104 * 
Monat Septe 4. LJ - * uw " 
Zusemmen 2.781 Haftle — Arior u. 82.435 Juéen 


Lombach, don 5. August 1945 


Fuer die Richtigkeit : 

Gez. Leo Glaser 

Direktor der Vers, Anstalt der 
oesterreitchisohen Bumdeslender, Wien. 
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Document 4: Plan of the Construction Office of Birkenau No. 2151, 
“Desinfektions- und Entwesungsanlage im K.G.L. Auschwitz” (“Disinfection 
and Disinfestation Facility at POW Camp Auschwitz”) dated 2 March 1943. 
Source: Pressac 1989, p. 72. 
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Document 5: Section of a Birkenau Camp map drawn by 
the Auschwitz Museum showing the cremation area near 
Crematorium V. Source: Bezwihska/Czech 1971, insert 

between pp. 64 and 65. 
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Document 6: Section of a Birkenau Camp 
map showing incineration pits near 
Crematorium V. Source: Friedler et al. 2005, 
pp. 414f. 
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Document 7: Drawing by Stanistaw Jankowski depicting Crematorium V 
and its two incineration pits. Source: APMO, Oswiadczenia, Vol. 113. Sygn. 
OSwiadczenia/Fajnzylberg/2613, p. 6. 
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Litsmannstadt—Jetto,den 727.1944. 


An den 
Nexkbiiohen-abteilung 
Matrosens\ reese. 


wir bitten nig Ges am huutiyen Tage sur Arbeit ausserhulb des 


Gettoa ausger 


sten Personen mit sofortiger Wirkung sue Ihrer 


Cwidens su stroichen:- 


MX we u.Vorname Adresse 


19. 


Bryl Teuba Guinse 7 
Berlinska Rajla Pa Gohneider 20 
Dancyger Ruchle 9 

Braune 


Deutsoh Zajele b 

Seabeaehs 8 Steinmets 9 

$0 tan Baal Sattler 12 

s er 

Houser : ent 5 9 

Keniy aberger 

Klubska ; 32 
Towianaki 12 


Lewkowios Chana insel 9 
Lewkowics Hania Mihlg.9 
Mager ina «60 
Rogsenteal Ruchla Blei 29 
Sapiro sera Alex.16 j 
inger Laja 4 


Document 8: Communication of the Central Prison to the Department 


Factory Kitchens, dated 7 July 1944, regarding workers deported on the 


same day. Source: APE, Mikrofilm Nr. 19919, syg. 1302, unpaginated. 
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Document 9: Overview of children working at the hat-makers 
department, Enterprise No. 30, on 31 May 1944. Source: 
APE, Mikrofilm Nr. 19506, syg. 885, p. 2 
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Document 10: Overview of children working at the hand- 
weaving and stitching department, Enterprise No. 75, on 31 
May 1944. Source: APE, Mikrofilm Nr. 19506, syg. 885, p. 47 
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Document 11: Overview of children working at the buttstock 


department, Enterprise No. 14, on 31 May 1944. Source: 
APE, Mikrofilm Nr. 19506, syg. 885, p. 52 
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Document 12: Overview of children working at the hand- 
weaving and stitching department, Enterprise No. 35, on 31 
May 1944. Source: APL, Mikrofilm Nr. 19506, syg. 885, p. 69 
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Bei Durchfiihrung von insgesant 9 Transporten 
wurden im KL. Auschwitz an Juden abgeliefert: 


Am 5.8.44 ------- 562 
ie 848.44 ------- 485 
od 11.68.44 ------- 2508 
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© $0cfcds warnan 2254 
Jnsgesamt: ------ 16960 Juden 


Ich beswhei nige von der Gettoverwaltung Litzmann- 
stadt Konto 12300 
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Reichsmark zur Auszahlung an die Umstehenden rich- 
tig erhalten zu haben. 


Litzmennstadt,de eptember 1944 


Document 13: “Receipt” of the 4th Company of Police Guard Battalion XIII 
dated 31 August 1944 for 2,331 RM. Source: APt, Mikrofilm Nr. 21412, 


syg. 29326a, p. 215 
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Document 14: Officers, NCOs and rank-and-file men of the 4th Company 
of Police Guard Battalion XIII. Source: APt, Mikrofilm Nr. 21412, syg. 
29326a, p. 216 


298 C. MATTOGNO: POLITICS OF SLAVE LABOR 


Photos 


Chimneys of Crematorium |! (left) 
it and Crematorium III (right) 


Photo 1: Hungarian Jews waiting for their “selection.” Source: 
Freyer/Pressac, Photo 6 on p. 51. Crematoria II and III (KII and Kill) and 


their respective smokeless chimneys are visible in the background. 
} ‘a 


Photo 2: “Selected” Hungarian Jews go to the “gas 
chambers” with bags and pots. Source: Freyer/Pressac, 
Photo 163 on p. 185. 
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Photo 4: “Selected” Hungarian Jews go to “gas chambers” with bags. 
Source: Freyer/Pressac, Photo 169 on p. 191. 
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Photo 6: Unregistered Hungarian Jews resting near a pond at Birkenau. 
Source: Freyer/Pressac, Photo 174 on p. 194. 
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Photo 7: “Selected” Hungarian Jews go to the “gas chambers” past 
Crematorium III, whose gate (right) is closed. Source: Freyer/Pressac, 
Photo 152 on p. 176. 


a 3, 


Photo 8: “Selected” Hungarian Jews go to the “gas chambers” past 
Crematorium III. Source: Freyer/Pressac, Photo 153 on p. 176. 
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Chimney of Crematorium II 


. a : a % 
Photo 9: Hungarian Jews waiting for their “selection.” Source: 
Freyer/Pressac, Photo 7 on p. 53. Crematorium II (Kil), whose chimney 
does not smoke, is visible in the background. 


— Shs ° 


- es - < 
Chimney of Crematorium’V 


Photo 10: Female inmates sorting garments at the inmate-effects 
warehouse. Source: Freyer/Pressac, Photo 125 on p. 155. Above are the 
two chimneys of Crematorium IV (KIV) and one chimney of Crematorium V 
(KV), all without smoke. 
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Zentralsauna and the area around “Bunker”. Source: National Archives, 


Washington, Mission 60 PRS/462 


Q, Exposure 3056. 


a "a 


= r - 4 4 ‘Zs aR Pa 
Photo 11a: section enlargement of Photo 11, with area around 
Crematorium V and “Bunker 2” circled. 
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Photo 12: Air photo of 31 May 1941; section enlargement of the 
area of the alleged “Bunker 2.” Source: as Photo 11. 
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Photo 12a: as Photo 12, with added labels: 

ZS = Zentralsauna; CF = Zaun, camp fence; 1 = Access road 

to the “Bunker 2” area from the Birkenau Camp; 2 to 4 = areas 

cleared of plant life and flattened; 3 = area cleared of plant life 
and flattened; two buildings were later erected in areas 2 and 
3; B = alleged “Bunker 2,” house measuring 12 m x 10 m; BF 

= fence southwest of the area of “Bunker 2”, 

5 & 6: two alleged incineration pits (according to commentaries 

in Bartosik/Martyniak, p. 26). No. 5 measures about 15 m x 5 
m, No. 6 about 20 m x 5 m. 
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Photo 13 (left), 13a (right): Section enlargement of the air photo of 31 May 
1944 around Crematorium V. Added to Photo 13a: Box around 
Crematorium V measuring 13 m x 67.5 m. Lines labeled G denote a 
drainage ditch. Width of area with smoke rising: about 7 meters wide. 
Source: as Photo 11. 
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Photo 14, 14a (right): Section enlargement of the air photo of 31 May 1944, 
with labels added in the right version. Source: as Photo 11, but Exposure 
3055. 
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Fa ia - - vf - = - — ~~ r 
Photo 15: Left of the fence: the drainage ditch that ran along the northern 
fence behind Crematorium V. Polish photo from 1945. Source: APMO, 
negative no. 21334/137. 
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Photo 16: Air photo of Birkenau taken by the RAF on 23 August 1944; 
section showing the northern courtyard of Crematorium V, with arrow and 
label added: maximum width of smoke source: 12 m. Source: NCAP 
(National Collection of Aerial Photography), Historic Environment Scotland, 
Sortie: 6(0PR/0686, Frame: 3084 
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an important topic, and that it is essential to 
keep an open mind about it. It then tells how 
many mainstream scholars 
expressed doubts and sub- 
sequently fell from grace. 
Next, the physical traces 
and documents about the 
various claimed crime 
scenes and murder weapons 
are discussed. After that, 
the reliability of witness tes- 
timony is examined. Finally, 
‘the author argues for a free 
exchange of ideas on this topic. This book gives 
the most-comprehensive and up-to-date over- 
view of the critical research into the Holocaust. 
With its dialogue style, it is easy to read, and 
it can even be used as an encyclopedic compen- 
dium. 4th ed., 597 pages, b&w illustrations, bib- 
lography, index.(#15) 

Breaking the Spell. The Holocaust, Myth & 
Reality. By Nicholas Kollerstrom. In 1941, 
British Intelligence analysts cracked the Ger- 
man “Enigma” code. Hence, in 1942 and 19438, 
encrypted radio communications between Ger- 
man concentration camps and the Berlin head- 
quarters were decrypted. The intercepted data 


Pictured above are the first 50 volumes of scientific stud- 
ies that comprise the series Holocaust Handbooks. More 
volumes and new editions are constantly in the works. Check 
www.HolocaustHandbooks.com for updates. 


refutes the orthodox “Holocaust” narrative. It 
reveals that the Germans were desperate to re- 
duce the death rate in their labor camps, which 
was caused by catastrophic typhus epidemics. 
Dr. Kollerstrom, a_ science 
historian, has taken these in- 
tercepts and a wide array of 
mostly unchallenged corrobo- 
rating evidence to show that 
“witness statements” sup- 
porting the human gas cham- 
ber narrative clearly clash 
with the available scientific 
data. Kollerstrom concludes 
that the history of the Nazi 
“Holocaust” has been written 
by the victors with ulterior motives. It is dis- 
torted, exaggerated and largely wrong. With a 
foreword by Prof. Dr. James Fetzer. 6th ed., 285 
pages, b&w ill., bibl., index. (#31) 


Debating the Holocaust. A New Look at Both 
Sides. By Thomas Dalton. Mainstream histo- 
rians insist that there cannot be, may not be, 
any debate about the Holocaust. But ignoring it 
does not make this controversy go away. Tradi- 
tional scholars admit that there was neither a 
budget, a plan, nor an order for the Holocaust; 
that the key camps have all but vanished, and 
so have any human remains; that material and 
unequivocal documentary evidence is absent; 
and that there are serious | 
problems with survivor testi- 
monies. Dalton juxtaposes the 
traditional Holocaust narra- 
tive with revisionist ae 
es and then analyzes the main- 
stream’s responses to them. 
He reveals the weaknesses 
of both sides, while declaring Ff 
revisionism the winner of the 
current state of the debate. 
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4th ed., 342 pages, b&w illustrations, 
bibliography, index. (#82) 


pages, b&w illustrations, bibliography 
(#29). 


Air-Photo Evidence: World-War-Two 


The Hoax of the Twentieth Century. 
The Case against the Presumed Ex- 


Photos of Alleged Mass-Murder Sites 


termination of European Jewry. By 


Analyzed. By Germar Rudolf (editor). 


Arthur R. Butz. The first writer to 
analyze the entire Holocaust complex 
in a precise scientific manner. This 
book exhibits the overwhelming force 
of arguments accumulated by the mid- 
1970s. Butz’s two main arguments 
are: 1. All major entities hostile to 
Germany must have known what was 
happening to the Jews under German 
authority. They acted during the war 
as if no mass slaughter was occurring. 
2. All the evidence adduced to prove 
any mass slaughter has a dual inter- 
pretation, while only the innocuous 
one can be proven to be correct. This 
book continues to be a major histori- 
cal reference work, frequently cited by 
prominent personalities. This edition 
has numerous supplements with new 
information gathered over the last 35 
years. 4th ed., 524 pages, b&w illus- 
trations, bibliography, index. (#7) 


Dissecting the Holocaust. The Grow- 
ing Critique of ‘Truth’ and ‘Memory.’ 
Edited by Germar Rudolf. Dissecting 
the Holocaust applies state-of-the- 
art scientific techniques and classic 
methods of detection to investigate 
the alleged murder of millions of Jews 
by Germans during World War II. In 
22 contributions—each of some 30 
pages—the 17 authors dissect gener- 
ally accepted paradigms of the “Holo- 
caust.” It reads as excitingly as a crime 
novel: so many lies, forgeries and de- 
ceptions by politicians, historians and 
scientists are proven. This is the intel- 
lectual adventure of the 21st Century. 
Be part of it! 3rd ed., 635 pages, b&w 
illustrations, bibliography, index. (#1) 


The Dissolution of Eastern European 
Jewry. By Walter N. Sanning. Six Mil- 
lion Jews died in the Holocaust. San- 
ning did not take that number at face 
value, but thoroughly explored Euro- 
pean population developments and 
shifts mainly caused by emigration as 
well as deportations and evacuations 
conducted by both Nazis and the So- 
viets, among other things. The book 
is based mainly on Jewish, Zionist 
and mainstream sources. It concludes 
that a sizeable share of the Jews found 
missing during local censuses after 
the Second World War, which were 
so far counted as “Holocaust victims,” 
had either emigrated (mainly to Israel 
or the U.S.) or had been deported by 
Stalin to Siberian labor camps. 3rd 
ed., foreword by A.R. Butz, epilogue by 
Germar Rudolf, and an update by the 
author containing new insights; 264 


During World War Two both German 
and Allied reconnaissance aircraft 
took countless air photos of places of 
tactical and strategic interest in Eu- 
rope. These photos are prime evidence 
for the investigation of the Holocaust. 
Air photos of locations like Auschwitz, 
Majdanek, Treblinka, Babi Yar etc. 
permit an insight into what did or did 
not happen there. The author has un- 
earthed many pertinent photos and 
has thoroughly analyzed them. This 
book is full of air-photo reproductions 
and schematic drawings explaining 
them. According to the author, these 
images refute many of the atrocity 
claims made by witnesses in connec- 
tion with events in the German sphere 
of influence. 6th edition; with a contri- 
bution by Carlo Mattogno. 167 pages, 
b&w illustrations, bibliography, index 
(#27). 

The Leuchter Reports: Critical Edi- 
tion. By Fred Leuchter, Robert Fauris- 
son and Germar Rudolf. Between 1988 
and 1991, U.S. expert on execution 
technologies Fred Leuchter wrote four 
reports on whether the Third Reich 
operated homicidal gas chambers. The 
first on Auschwitz and Majdanek be- 
came world-famous. Based on various 
arguments, Leuchter concluded that 
the locations investigated could never 
have been “utilized or seriously con- 
sidered to function as execution gas 
chambers.” The second report deals 
with gas-chamber claims for the camps 
Dachau, Mauthausen and Hartheim, 
while the third reviews design criteria 
and operation procedures of execution 
gas chambers in the U.S. The fourth 
report reviews Pressac’s 1989 tome 
about Auschwitz. 4th ed., 252 pages, 
b&w illustrations. #16) 


Bungled: “The Destruction of the Eu- 
ropean Jews”. Raul Hilberg’s Failure 
to Prove National-Socialist “Killing 
Centers.” By Carlo Mattogno. Raul 
Hilberg’s magnum opus The Destruc- 
tion of the European Jews is an ortho- 
dox standard work on the Holocaust. 
But how does Hilberg support his 
thesis that Jews were murdered en 
masse? He rips documents out of their 
context, distorts their content, misin- 
terprets their meaning, and ignores 
entire archives. He only refers to “use- 
ful” witnesses, quotes fragments out 
of context, and conceals the fact that 
his witnesses are lying through their 
teeth. Lies and deceits permeate Hil- 
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berg’s book, 302 pages, bibliography, 
index. (#8) 


Jewish Emigration from the Third 
Reich. By Ingrid Weckert. Current 
historical writings about the Third 
Reich claim state it was difficult for 
Jews to flee from Nazi persecution. 
The truth is that Jewish emigration 
was welcomed by the German authori- 
ties. Emigration was not some kind of 
wild flight, but rather a lawfully de- 
termined and regulated matter. Weck- 
ert’s booklet elucidates the emigration 
process in law and policy. She shows 
that German and Jewish authorities 
worked closely together. Jews inter- 
ested in emigrating received detailed 
advice and offers of help from both 
sides. 2nd ed., 130 pages, index. (#12) 


Inside the Gas Chambers: The Exter- 
mination of Mainstream Holocaust 
Historiography. By Carlo Mattogno. 
Neither increased media propaganda 
or political pressure nor judicial per- 
secution can stifle revisionism. Hence, 
in early 2011, the Holocaust Ortho- 
doxy published a 400-page book (in 
German) claiming to refute “revision- 
ist propaganda,” trying again to prove 
“once and for all” that there were hom- 
icidal gas chambers at the camps of 
Dachau, Natzweiler, Sachsenhausen, 
Mauthausen, Ravensbriick, Neuen- 
gamme, Stutthof... you name them. 
Mattogno shows with his detailed 
analysis of this work of propaganda 
that mainstream Holocaust hagiogra- 
phy is beating around the bush rather 
than addressing revisionist research 
results. He exposes their myths, dis- 
tortions and lies. 2nd ed., 280 pages, 
b&w illustrations, bibliography, index. 
(#25) 


SECTION TWO: 
Specific non-Auschwitz Studies 


The Dachau Gas Chamber. By Carlo 
Mattogno. This study investigates 
whether the alleged homicidal gas 
chamber at the infamous Dachau 
Camp could have been operational. 
Could these gas chambers have ful- 
filled their alleged function to kill peo- 
ple as assumed by mainstream histori- 
ans? Or does the evidence point to an 
entirely different purpose? This study 
reviews witness reports and finds that 
many claims are nonsense or techni- 
cally impossible. As many layers of 
confounding misunderstandings and 
misrepresentations are peeled away, 
we discover the core of what the truth 
was concerning the existence of these 
gas chambers. 154 pages, b&w illus- 
trations, bibliography, index. (#49) 


Treblinka: Extermination Camp or 
Transit Camp? By Carlo Mattogno and 
Jiirgen Graf. It is alleged that at Treb- 
linka in East Poland between 700,000 
and 3,000,000 persons were murdered 
in 1942 and 1943. The weapons used 
were said to have been stationary and/ 
or mobile gas chambers, fast-acting or 
slow-acting poison gas, unslaked lime, 
superheated steam, electricity, Diesel- 
exhaust fumes etc. Holocaust histori- 
ans alleged that bodies were piled as 
high as multi-storied buildings and 
burned without a trace, using little 
or no fuel at all. Graf and Mattogno 
have now analyzed the origins, logic 
and technical feasibility of the official 
version of Treblinka. On the basis of 
numerous documents they reveal Tre- 
blinka’s true identity as a mere transit 
camp. 8rd ed., 384 pages, b&w illus- 
trations, bibliography, index. (#8) 


Belzec: Propaganda, Testimonies, Ar- 
cheological Research and History. By 
Carlo Mattogno. Witnesses report that 
between 600,000 and 3 million Jews 
were murdered in the Belzec Camp, 
located in Poland. Various murder 
weapons are claimed to have been used: 
Diesel-exhaust gas; unslaked lime in 
trains; high voltage; vacuum cham- 
bers; etc. The corpses were incinerated 
on huge pyres without leaving a trace. 
For those who know the stories about 
Treblinka this sounds familiar. Thus, 
the author has restricted this study to 
the aspects which are new compared 
to Treblinka. In contrast to Treblin- 
ka, forensic drillings and excavations 
were performed at Belzec, the results 
of which are critically reviewed. 142 
pages, b&w illustrations, bibliography, 
index. (#9) 


Sobibor: Holocaust Propaganda and 
Reality. By Jiirgen Graf, Thomas Kues 
and Carlo Mattogno. Between 25,000 
and 2 million Jews are said to have 
been killed in gas chambers in the 
Sobibor camp in Poland. The corpses 
were allegedly buried in mass graves 
and later incinerated on pyres. This 
book investigates these claims and 
shows that they are based on the se- 
lective use of contradictory eyewitness 
testimony. Archeological surveys of 
the camp are analyzed that started in 
2000-2001 and carried on until 2018. 
The book also documents the general 
National-Socialist policy toward Jews, 
which never included a genocidal “fi- 
nal solution.” In conclusion, Sobibér 
emerges not as a “pure extermination 
camp”, but as a transit camp from 
where Jews were deported to the oc- 
cupied eastern territories. 2nd ed., 456 
pages, b&w illustrations, bibliography, 
index. (#19) 
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The “Operation Reinhardt” Camps 
Treblinka, Sobibér, Betzec. By Carlo 
Mattogno. This study has its first fo- 
cus on witness testimonies recorded 
during World War II and the im- 
mediate post-war era, many of them 
discussed here for the first time, thus 
demonstrating how the myth of the 
“extermination camps” was created. 
The second part of this book brings us 
up to speed with the various archeo- 
logical efforts made by mainstream 
scholars in their attempt to prove that 
the myth is true. The third part com- 
pares the findings of the second part 
with what we ought to expect, and 
reveals the chasm between facts and 
myth. 402 pages, illustrations, bibliog- 
raphy, index. (#28) 


Chelmno: A Camp in History & Pro- 
paganda. By Carlo Mattogno. At 
Chelmno, huge masses of Jewish pris- 
oners are said to have been gassed in 
“gas vans” or shot (claims vary from 
10,000 to 1.3 million victims). This 
study covers the subject from every 
angle, undermining the orthodox 
claims about the camp with an over- 
whelmingly effective body of evidence. 
Eyewitness statements, gas wagons 
as extermination weapons, forensics 
reports and excavations, German 
documents — all come under Mat- 
togno’s scrutiny. Here are the uncen- 
sored facts about Chelmno, not the 
propaganda. This is a complementary 
volume to the book on The Gas Vans 
(#26). 2nd ed., 188 pages, indexed, il- 
lustrated, bibliography. (#23) 

The Gas Vans: A Critical Investiga- 
tion. By Santiago Alvarez and Pierre 
Marais. Did the Nazis use mobile gas 
chambers to exterminate 700,000 peo- 
ple? Are witness statements believ- 
able? Are documents genuine? Where 
are the murder weapons? Could they 
have operated as claimed? Where are 
the corpses? In order to get to the 
truth of the matter, Alvarez has scru- 
tinized all known wartime documents 
and photos about this topic; he has 
analyzed a huge amount of witness 
statements as published in the litera- 
ture and as presented in more than 
30 trials held over the decades in Ger- 
many, Poland and Israel; and he has 
examined the claims made in the per- 
tinent mainstream literature. The re- 
sult of his research is mind-boggling. 
Note: This book and Mattogno’s book 
on Chelmno were edited in parallel to 
make sure they are consistent and not 
repetitive. 2nd ed., 412 pages, b&w il- 
lustrations, bibliography, index. (#26) 


The Einsatzgruppen in the Occupied 
Eastern Territories: Genesis, Mis- 
sions and Actions. By C. Mattogno. 
Before invading the Soviet Union, 
the German authorities set up special 
units meant to secure the area behind 
the German front. Orthodox histo- 
rians claim that these units called 
Hinsatzgruppen primarily engaged 
in rounding up and mass-murdering 
Jews. This study sheds a critical light 
onto this topic by reviewing all the 
pertinent sources as well as mate- 
rial traces. It reveals on the one hand 
that original war-time documents do 
not fully support the orthodox geno- 
cidal narrative, and on the other that 
most post-“liberation” sources such as 
testimonies and forensic reports are 
steeped in Soviet atrocity propaganda 
and are thus utterly unreliable. In ad- 
dition, material traces of the claimed 
massacres are rare due to an attitude 
of collusion by governments and Jew- 
ish lobby groups. 2nd ed.., 2 vols., 864 
pp., b&w illustrations, bibliography, 
index. (#89) 


Concentration Camp Majdanek. A 
Historical and Technical Study. By 
Carlo Mattogno and Jiirgen Graf. At 
war’s end, the Soviets claimed that up 
to two million Jews were murdered 
at the Majdanek Camp in seven gas 
chambers. Over the decades, how- 
ever, the Majdanek Museum reduced 
the death toll three times to currently 
78,000, and admitted that there were 
“only” two gas chambers. By exhaus- 
tively researching primary sources, 
the authors expertly dissect and repu- 
diate the myth of homicidal gas cham- 
bers at that camp. They also critically 
investigated the legend of mass ex- 
ecutions of Jews in tank trenches and 
prove it groundless. Again they have 
produced a standard work of methodi- 
cal investigation which authentic his- 
toriography cannot ignore. 3rd ed., 
358 pages, b&w illustrations, bibliog- 
raphy, index. (#5) 


The Neuengamme and Sachsenhau- 
sen Gas Chambers. By Carlo Mat- 
togno. The Neuengamme Camp near 
Hamburg, and the Sachsenhausen 
Camp north of Berlin allegedly had 
homicidal gas chambers for the mass 
gassing of inmates. The evaluation of 
many postwar interrogation protocols 
on this topic exposes inconsistencies, 
discrepancies and_ contradictions. 
British interrogating techniques are 
revealed as manipulative, threaten- 
ing and mendacious. Finally, techni- 
cal absurdities of gas-chambers and 
mass-gassing claims unmask these 
tales as a mere regurgitation of hear- 
say stories from other camps, among 
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them foremost Auschwitz. 178 pages, 
b&w ill., bibliography, index. (#50) 


Concentration Camp Stutthof and Its 
Function in National Socialist Jewish 
Policy. By Carlo Mattogno and Jiirgen 
Graf. Orthodox historians claim that 
the Stutthof Camp near Danzig, East 
Prussia, served as a “makeshift” ex- 
termination camp in 1944, where in- 
mates were killed in a gas chamber. 
Based mainly on archival resources, 
this study thoroughly debunks this 
view and shows that Stutthof was in 
fact a center for the organization of 
German forced labor toward the end of 
World War II. The claimed gas cham- 
ber was a mere delousing facility. 4th 
ed., 170 pages, b&w illustrations, bib- 
lography, index. (#4) 


SECTION THREE: 
Auschwitz Studies 


The Making of the Auschwitz Myth: 
Auschwitz in British Intercepts, Pol- 
ish Underground Reports and _ Post- 
war Testimonies (1941-1947). By 
Carlo Mattogno. Using messages sent 
by the Polish underground to Lon- 
don, SS radio messages sent to and 
from Auschwitz that were intercepted 
and decrypted by the British, and a 
plethora of witness statements made 
during the war and in the immediate 
postwar period, the author shows how 
exactly the myth of mass murder in 
Auschwitz gas chambers was created, 
and how it was turned subsequently 
into “history” by intellectually corrupt 
scholars who cherry-picked claims 
that fit into their agenda and ignored 
or actively covered up literally thou- 
sands of lies of “witnesses” to make 
their narrative look credible. 2nd edi- 
tion, 514 pp., b&w illustrations, bibli- 
ography, index. (#41) 


The Real Case of Auschwitz: Robert 
van Pelt’s Evidence from the Irving 
Trial Critically Reviewed. By Carlo 
Mattogno. Prof. Robert van Pelt, a 
mainstream expert on Auschwitz, be- 
came famous when appearing as an 
expert during the London libel trial 
of David Irving against Deborah Lip- 
stadt. From it resulted a book titled 
The Case for Auschwitz, in which 
van Pelt laid out his case for the ex- 
istence of homicidal gas chambers at 
that camp. This book is a scholarly 
response to Prof. van Pelt—and Jean- 
Claude Pressac, upon whose books 
van Pelt’s study is largely based. Mat- 
togno lists all the evidence van Pelt 
adduces, and shows one by one that 
van Pelt misrepresented and misin- 
terpreted every single one of them. 
This is a book of prime political and 


scholarly importance to those looking 
for the truth about Auschwitz. 3rd ed., 
692 pages, b&w illustrations, glossa- 
ry, bibliography, index. (#22) 


Auschwitz: Plain Facts: A Response 
to Jean-Claude Pressac. Edited by 
Germar Rudolf, with contributions 
by Serge Thion, Robert Faurisson 
and Carlo Mattogno. French phar- 
macist Jean-Claude Pressac tried to 
refute revisionist findings with the 
“technical” method. For this he was 
praised by the mainstream, and they 
proclaimed victory over the “revision- 
ists.” In his book, Pressac’s works and 
claims are shown to be unscientific 
in nature, as he never substantiates 
what he claims, and historically false, 
because he systematically misrepre- 
sents, misinterprets and misunder- 
stands German wartime documents. 
2nd ed., 226 pages, b&w illustrations, 
glossary bibliography, index. (#14) 


Auschwitz: Technique and Operation 
of the Gas Chambers: An Introduction 
and Update. By Germar Rudolf. Pres- 
sac’s 1989 oversize book of the same 
title was a trail blazer. Its many docu- 
ment repros are valuable, but Pres- 
sac’s annotations are now outdated. 
This book summarizes the most per- 
tinent research results on Auschwitz 
gained during the past 30 years. 
With many references to Pressac’s 
epic tome, it serves as an update and 
correction to it, whether you own an 
original hard copy of it, read it online, 
borrow it from a library, purchase a 
reprint, or are just interested in such 
a summary in general. 144 pages, 
b&w illustrations, bibliography. #42) 


The Chemistry of Auschwitz: The 
Technology and Toxicology of Zyklon 
B and the Gas Chambers — A Crime- 
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Scene Investigation. By Germar Ru- 
dolf. This study documents forensic 
research on Auschwitz, where mate- 
rial traces reign supreme. Most of the 
claimed crime scenes — the claimed 
homicidal gas chambers — are still 
accessible to forensic examination 
to some degree. This book addresses 
questions such as: How were these gas 
chambers configured? How did they 
operate? In addition, the infamous 
Zyklon B is examined in detail. What 
exactly was it? How did it kill? Did it 
leave traces in masonry that can be 
found still today? Indeed, it should 
have, the author concludes, but sev- 
eral sets of analyses show no trace of 
it. The author also discusses in depth 
similar forensic research conducted 
by other scholars. 4th ed., 454 pages, 
more than 120 color and over 100 b&w 
illustrations, bibliography, index. (#2) 
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Auschwitz Lies: Legends, Lies and 
Prejudices on the Holocaust. By Carlo 
Mattogno and Germar Rudolf. The fal- 
lacious research and alleged “refuta- 
tion” of revisionist scholars by French 
biochemist G. Wellers (attacking 
Leuchter’s famous report, #16), Polish 
chemist Dr. J. Markiewicz and U.S. 
chemist Dr. Richard Green (taking on 
Rudolf’s chemical research), Dr. John 
Zimmerman (tackling Mattogno on 
cremation issues), Michael Shermer 
and Alex Grobman (trying to prove it 
all), as well as researchers Keren, Mc- 
Carthy and Mazal (who turned cracks 
into architectural features), are ex- 
posed for what they are: blatant and 
easily exposed political lies created to 
ostracize dissident historians. 4th ed., 
420 pages, b&w illustrations, index. 
(#18) 


Auschwitz: The Central Construc- 
tion Office. By Carlo Mattogno. When 
Russian authorities granted access to 
their archives in the early 1990s, the 
files of the Auschwitz Central Con- 
struction Office, stored in Moscow, 
attracted the attention of scholars 
researching the history of this camp. 
This important office was responsible 
for the planning and construction of 
the Auschwitz camp complex, includ- 
ing the crematories which are said to 
have contained the “gas chambers.” 
This study sheds light into this hith- 
erto hidden aspect of this camp’s his- 
tory, but also provides a deep under- 
standing of the organization, tasks, 
and procedures of this office. 2nd ed., 
188 pages, b&w illustrations, glos- 
sary, index. (#13) 


Garrison and Headquarters Orders 
of the Auschwitz Camp. By Germar 
Rudolf and Ernst Bohm. A large num- 
ber of the orders issued by the various 
commanders of the Auschwitz Camp 
have been preserved. They reveal 
the true nature of the camp with all 
its daily events. There is not a trace 
in them pointing at anything sinister 
going on. Quite to the contrary, many 
orders are in insurmountable contra- 
diction to claims that prisoners were 
mass murdered, such as the children 
of SS men playing with inmates, SS 
men taking friends for a sight-seeing 
tour through the camp, or having a ro- 
mantic stroll with their lovers around 
the camp grounds. This is a selection 
of the most pertinent of these orders 
together with comments putting them 
into their proper historical context. 
185 pages, b&w ill., bibl., index (#34) 


Special Treatment in Auschwitz: Ori- 
gin and Meaning of a Term. By Carlo 
Mattogno. When appearing in Ger- 
man wartime documents, terms like 
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“special treatment,” “special action,” 
and others have been interpreted as 
code words for mass murder. But that 
is not always true. This study focuses 
on documents about Auschwitz, show- 
ing that, while “special” had many 
different meanings, not a single one 
meant “execution.” Hence the prac- 
tice of deciphering an alleged “code 
language” by assigning homicidal 
meaning to harmless documents — a 
key component of mainstream histori- 
ography — is untenable. 2nd ed., 166 
pages, b&w illustrations, bibliogra- 
phy, index. (#10) 


Healthcare at Auschwitz. By Carlo 
Mattogno. In extension of the above 
study on Special Treatment in Ausch- 
witz, this study proves the extent to 
which the German authorities at 
Auschwitz tried to provide health care 
for the inmates. Part 1 of this book an- 
alyzes the inmates’ living conditions 
and the various sanitary and medical 
measures implemented. It documents 
the vast construction efforts to build 
a huge inmate hospital insinde the 
Auschwity-Birkenau Camp. Part 2 
explores what happened to registered 
inmates who were “selected” or sub- 
ject to “special treatment” while dis- 
abled or sick. This study shows that 
a lot was tried to cure these inmates, 
especially under the aegis of Garri- 
son Physician Dr. Wirths. Part 3 is 
dedicated to this very Dr. Wirths. The 
reality of this caring philanthropist 
refutes the current stereotype of SS 
officers. 398 pages, b&w illustrations, 
bibliography, index. (#33) 


Debunking the Bunkers of Auschwitz: 
Black Propaganda vs. History. By 
Carlo Mattogno. The “bunkers” at 
Auschwitz-Birkenau, two former 
farmhouses just outside the camp’s 
perimeter, are claimed to have been 
the first homicidal gas chambers at 
Auschwitz specifically equipped for 
this purpose. They supposedly went 
into operation during the first half 
of 1942, with thousands of Jews sent 
straight from deportation trains to 
these “gas chambers.” However, doc- 
uments clearly show that all inmates 
sent to Auschwity during that time 
were properly admitted to the camp. 
No mass murder on arrival can have 
happened. With the help of other war- 
time files as well as air photos taken 
by Allied reconnaissance aircraft in 
1944, this study shows that these 
homicidal “bunkers” never existed, 
how the rumors about them evolved 
as black propaganda created by re- 
sistance groups in the camp, and how 
this propaganda was transformed into 
a false reality by “historians.” 2nd ed., 
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292 pages, b&w ill., bibliography, in- 
dex. (#11) 


Auschwitz: The First Gassing. Rumor 
and Reality. By Carlo Mattogno. The 
first gassing in Auschwitz is claimed 
to have occurred on Sept. 3, 1941 in 
a basement. The accounts report- 
ing it are the archetypes for all later 
gassing accounts. This study ana- 
lyzes all available sources about this 
alleged event. It shows that these 
sources contradict each other about 
the event’s location, date, the kind of 
victims and their number, and many 
more aspects, which makes it impos- 
sible to extract a consistent story. 
Original wartime documents inflict 
a final blow to this legend and prove 
without a shadow of a doubt that this 
legendary event never happened. 4th 
ed., 262 pages, b&w illustrations, bib- 
lography, index. (#20) 


Auschwitz: Crematorium I and the 
Alleged Homicidal Gassings. By 
Carlo Mattogno. The morgue of Cre- 
matorium I in Auschwitz is said to 
be the first homicidal gas chamber 
there. This study analyzes witness 
statements and hundreds of wartime 
documents to accurately write a his- 
tory of that building. Where witnesses 
speak of gassings, they are either very 
vague or, if specific, contradict one an- 
other and are refuted by documented 
and material facts. The author also 
exposes the fraudulent attempts of 
mainstream historians to convert 
the witnesses’ black propaganda into 
“truth” by means of selective quotes, 
omissions, and distortions. Mattogno 
proves that this building’s morgue 
was never a homicidal gas chamber, 
nor could it have worked as such. 2nd 
ed., 152 pages, b&w illustrations, bib- 
hography, index. (#21) 

Auschwitz: Open-Air Incinerations. By 
Carlo Mattogno. In 1944, 400,000 Hun- 
garian Jews were deported to Ausch- 
witz and allegedly murdered in gas 
chambers. The camp crematoria were 
unable to cope with so many corpses. 
Therefore, every single day thousands 
of corpses are claimed to have been in- 
cinerated on huge pyres lit in trenches. 
The sky was filled with thick smoke, if 
we believe witnesses. This book exam- 
ines many testimonies regarding these 
incinerations and establishes whether 
these claims were even possible. Using 
air photos, physical evidence and war- 
time documents, the author shows that 
these claims are fiction. A new Appen- 
dix contains 3 papers on groundwater 
levels and cattle mass burnings. 2nd 
ed., 202 pages, b&w illustrations, bib- 
lography, index. (#17) 


The Cremation Furnaces_of Ausch- 
witz. By Carlo Mattogno & Franco 
Deana. An exhaustive study of the 
early history and technology of crema- 
tion in general and of the cremation 
furnaces of Auschwitz in particular. 
On a vast base of technical literature, 
extant wartime documents and mate- 
rial traces, the authors establish the 
nature and capacity of these cremation 
furnaces, showing that these devices 
were inferior makeshift versions, and 
that their capacity was lower than 
normal. The Auschwitz crematoria 
were not facilities of mass destruction, 
but installations barely managing to 
handle the victims among the inmates 
who died of various epidemics. 2nd 
ed., 3 vols., 1201 pages, b&w and color 
illustrations (vols 2 & 3), bibliogra- 
phy, index, glossary. (#24) 


Curated Lies: The Auschwitz Muse- 
um’s Misrepresentations, Distortions 
and Deceptions. By Carlo Mattogno. 
Revisionist research results have put 
the Polish Auschwitz Museum under 
enormous pressure to answer this 
challenge. They've answered. This 
book analyzes their answer. It first ex- 
poses the many tricks and lies used by 
the museum to bamboozle millions of 
visitors every year regarding its most 
valued asset, the “gas chamber” in the 
Main Camp. Next, it reveals how the 
museum’s historians mislead and lie 
through their teeth about documents 
in their archives. A long string of 
completely innocuous documents is 
mistranslated and misrepresented 
to make it look like they prove the 
existence of homicidal gas chambers. 
2nd ed., 259 pages, b&w illustra- 
tions, bibliography, index. (#38) 


Deliveries of Coke, Wood and Zyk- (jy 
lon B to Auschwitz: Neither Proof 
Nor Trace for the Holocaust. By Car- 
lo Mattogno. Researchers from the 
Auschwitz Museum tried to prove 
the reality of mass extermination by 
pointing to documents about deliver- 
ies of wood and coke as well as Zyk- 
lon B to the Auschwitz Camp. If put 
into the actual historical and techni- 
cal context, however, as is done by 
this study, these documents prove the 
exact opposite of what those orthodox 
researchers claim. This study exposes 
the mendacious tricks with which 
these museum officials once more de- 
ceive the trusting public. 184 pages, 
b&w illust., bibl., index. (#40) 


Mis-Chronicling Auschwitz. Danu- 
ta_Czech’s Flawed Methods, Lies 
and Deceptions in Her “Auschwitz 
Chronicle”, By Carlo Mattogno. The 
Auschwitz Chronicle is a reference 
book for the history of the Auschwitz 
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Camp. It was published in 1990 by 
Danuta Czech, one of the Auschwitz 
Museum’s most prolific and impact- 
ful historians. Analyzing this almost 
1,000-page long tome one entry at a 
time, Mattogno has compiled a long 
list of misrepresentations, outright 
lies and deceptions contained in it. 
They all aim at creating the oth- 
erwise unsubstantiated claim that 
homicidal gas chambers and lethal 
injections were used at Auschwitz for 
mass-murdering inmates. This liter- 
ary mega-fraud needs to be retired 
from the ranks of Auschwitz sources. 
324 pages, b&w illust., bibliography, 
index. (#47) 


The Real Auschwitz Chronicle. By 
Carlo Mattogno. Nagging is easy. We 
actually did a better job! That which 
is missing in Czech’s Chronicle is 
included here: day after day of the 
camp’s history, documents are pre- 
sented showing that it could not have 
been an extermination camp: tens 
of thousands of sick and injured in- 
mates were cared for medically with 
huge efforts, and the camp authori- 
ties tried hard to improve the initial- 
ly catastrophic hygienic conditions. 
Part Two contains data on trans- 
ports, camp occupancy and mortality 
figures. For the first time, we find out 
what this camps’ real death toll was. 
2 vols., 906 pp., b&w illustrations 
(Vol. 2), bibliography, index. (#48) 


Politics of Slave Labor: The Fate of 
the Jews Deported from Hungary 
and the Lodz Ghetto in 1944, By 
Carlo Mattogno. The deportation of 
the Hungarian Jews to Auschwitz in 
May-July 1944 is said to have been 
the pinnacle of this camp’s extermi- 
nation frenzy, topped off in August 
of that year by the extermination of 
Jews deported from the Lodz Ghetto. 
This book gathers and explains all 
the evidence available on both events. 
In painstaking research, the author 
proves almost on a person-by-person 
level what the fate was of many of the 
Jews deported from Hungary or the 
Lodz Ghetto. He demonstrates that 
these Jews were deported to serve 
as slave laborers in the Third Reich’s 
collapsing war economy. There is no 
trace of any extermination of any of 
these Jews. 338 pp., b&w illust., bib- 
liography, index. (#51) 


SECTION FOUR: 
Witness Critique 


camp autobiography Night. The au- 
thor proves that much of what Wiesel 
claims can never have happened. It 
shows how Zionist control has al- 
lowed Wiesel and his fellow extrem- 
ists to force leaders of many nations, 
the U.N. and even popes to genuflect 
before Wiesel as symbolic acts of sub- 
ordination to World Jewry, while at 
the same time forcing school children 
to submit to Holocaust brainwashing. 
This study also shows how parallel to 
this abuse of power, critical reactions 
to it also increased: Holocaust revi- 
sionism. While Catholics jumped on 
the Holocaust band wagon, the num- 
ber of Jews rejecting certain aspect of 
the Holocaust narrative and its abuse 
grew as well. This first unauthorized 
biography of Wiesel exposes both his 
personal deceits and the whole myth 
of “the six million.” 8rd ed., 458 pages, 
b&w _ illustration, bibliography, index. 
(#80) 


Auschwitz: Eyewitness Reports and 
Perpetrator Confessions. By Jiir- 
gen Graf. The traditional narrative 
of what transpired at the infamous 
Auschwitz camp during WWII rests 
almost exclusively on witness testi- 
mony from former inmates as well as 
erstwhile camp officials. This study 
critically scrutinizes the 30 most im- 
portant of these witness statements 
by checking them for internal coher- 
ence, and by comparing them with 
one another as well as with other 
evidence such as wartime documents, 
air photos, forensic research results, 
and material traces. The result is 
devastating for the traditional nar- 
rative. 372 pages, b&w illust., bibl., 
index. (#36) 


Commandant of Auschwitz: Rudolf 
Héss, His Torture and His Forced 
Confessions. By Carlo Mattogno & 
Rudolf Hoss. From 1940 to 1943, Ru- 
dolf Héss was the commandant of the 
infamous Auschwitz Camp. After the 
war, he was captured by the British. 
In the following 13 months until his 
execution, he made 85 depositions of 
various kinds in which he confessed 
his involvement in the “Holocaust.” 
This study first reveals how the Brit- 
ish tortured him to extract various 
“confessions.” Next, all of Héss’s de- 
positions are analyzed by checking 
his claims for internal consistency 
and comparing them with established 
historical facts. The results are eye- 
opening... 2nd ed., 411 pages, b&w 
illust., bibliography, index. (#35) 


Elie Wiesel, Saint of the Holocaust: 
A Critical Biography. By Warren B. 
Routledge. This book analyzes sev- 
eral of Wiesel’s texts, foremost his 


An _ Auschwitz Doctor’s _Eyewit- 
ness Account: The Tall Tales of Dr. 
Mengele’s Assistant Analyzed. By 
Miklos Nyiszli & Carlo Mattogno. 


Nyiszl, a Hungarian physician, 
ended up at Auschwitz in 1944 as Dr. 
Mengele’s assistant. After the war he 
wrote a book and several other writ- 
ings describing what he claimed to 
have experienced. To this day some 
traditional historians take his ac- 
counts seriously, while others reject 
them as grotesque lies and exaggera- 
tions. This study presents and ana- 
lyzes Nyiszli’s writings and skillfully 
separates truth from fabulous fabri- 
cation. 2nd ed., 484 pages, b&w illus- 
trations, bibliography, index. (#37) 


Rudolf Reder versus Kurt Gerstein: 
Two False Testimonies on the Belzec 
Camp Analyzed. By Carlo Mattogno. 
Only two witnesses have ever testi- 
fied substantially about the alleged 
Belzec Extermination Camp: The 
survivor Rudolf Reder and the SS 
officer Kurt Gerstein. Gerstein’s 
testimonies have been a hotspot of 
revisionist critique for decades. It 
is now discredited even among or- 
thodox historians. They use Reder’s 
testimony to fill the void, yet his 
testimonies are just as absurd. This 
study thoroughly scrutinizes Reder’s 
various statements, critically revisits 
Gerstein’s various depositions, and 
then compares these two testimonies 
which are at once similar in some 
respects, but incompatible in others. 
216 pages, b&w illust., bibliography, 
index. (#43) 


Sonderkommando Auschwitz I: Nine 
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Sonderkommando Auschwitz II: The 
False Testimonies by Henryk Tauber 
and Szlama Dragon. By Carlo Mat- 
togno. Auschwitz survivor and former 
member of the so-called “Sonderkom- 
mando” Henryk Tauber is one of the 
most important witnesses about the 
alleged gas chambers inside the cre- 
matoria at Auschwitz, because right 
at the war’s end, he made several ex- 
tremely detailed depositions about it. 
The same is true for Szlama Dragon, 
only he claims to have worked at the 
so-called “bunkers” of Birkenau, two 
makeshift gas chambers just out- 
side the camp perimeter. This study 
thoroughly scrutinizes these two key 
testimonies. 254 pages, b&w illust., 
bibliography, index. (#45) 


Sonderkommando _ Auschwitz _ IIT: 
They Wept Crocodile Tears. A Criti- 
cal Analysis of Late Witness Tes- 
timonies. By Carlo Mattogno. This 
book focuses on the critical analysis 
of witness testimonies on the alleged 
Auschwitz gas chambers recorded 
or published in the 1990s and early 
2000s, such as J. Sackar, A. Dragon, 
J. Gabai, S. Chasan, L. Cohen and S. 
Venezia, among others. 232 pages, 
b&w illust., bibliography, index. 
(#46) 


Auschwitz Engineers in Moscow: The 
Soviet Postwar Interrogations of the 
Auschwitz Cremation-Furnace Engi- 


Eyewitness Testimonies Analyzed. 


neers. By Carlo Mattogno and Jiir- 


By Carlo Mattogno. The 1979 book 
Auschwitz Inferno by alleged former 
Auschwitz “Sonderkommando” mem- 
ber Filip Miller has a great influ- 
ence on the perception of Auschwitz 
by the public and by historians. This 
book critically analyzes Miiller’s var- 
ious post-war statements, which are 
full of exaggerations, falsehoods and 
plagiarized text passages. Also scru- 
tinized are the testimonies of eight 
other claimed former Sonderkom- 
mando members: D. Paisikovic, 
S. Jankowski, H. Mandelbaum, L. 
Nagraba, J. Rosenblum, A. Pilo, D. 
Fliamenbaum and 8. Karolinskij. 
304 pages, b&w illust., bibliography, 
index. (#44) 


gen Graf. After the war, the Soviets 
arrested four leading engineers of the 
Topf Company. Among other things, 
they had planned and supervised the 
construction of the Auschwitz crema- 
tion furnaces and the ventilation sys- 
tems of the rooms said to have served 
as homicidal gas chambers. Between 
1946 and 1948, Soviet officials con- 
ducted numerous interrogations 
with them. This work analyzes them 
by putting them into the context of 
the vast documentation on these 
and related facilities. The appendix 
contains all translated interrogation 
protocols. 254 pages, b&w illust., bib- 
liography, index. (#52) 
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Three decades of unflagging archival 
and forensic research by the world’s 
most knowledgable, courageous and 
prodigious Holocaust scholars have | 
finally coalesced into a reference 

book that makes all this knowledge 


readily accessible to everyone: 


HOLOCAUST ENCYCLOPEDIA 
uncensored and unconstrained 


Available as paperback (b&w) or hardcover (color), 634 pages, 
8.5”*11”; as eBook (ePub or PDF) and eBook + audio (ePub + 


mp3); more than 350 illustrations in 579 entries; introduction, 
bibliography, index. Online at www.NukeBook.org 


We all know the basics of “The Holo- 
caust.” But what about the details? 
Websites and printed encyclopedias 
can help us there. Take the 4-volume 
encyclopedia by Israel’s Yad Vashem 
Center: The Encyclopedia of the Ho- 
locaust (1990). For every significant 
crime scene, it presents a condensed 
narrative of Israel’s finest Holocaust 
scholars. However, it contains not one 
entry about witnesses and their sto- 
ries, even though they are the founda- 
tion of our knowledge. When a murder 
is committed, the murder weapon and 
the crime’s traces are of crucial impor- 
tance. Yet Yad Vashem’s encyclopedia 
has no entries explaining scientific 
findings on these matters — not one. 

This is where the present encyclope- 
dia steps in. It not only summarizes 
and explains the many pieces that 
make up the larger Holocaust picture. 
It also reveals the evidence that con- 
firms or contradicts certain notions. 
Nearly 300 entries present the es- 
sence of important witness accounts, 
and they are subjected to source criti- 
cism. This enables us to decide which 
witness claims are credible. 

For all major crime scenes, the 
sometimes-conflicting claims are pre- 
sented. We learn how our knowledge 
has changed over time, and what evi- 
dence shores up the currently valid 


narrative of places such as Auschwitz, 
Belzec, Sobibor, Treblinka, Dachau 
and Bergen-Belsen and many more. 

Other entries discuss tools and 
mechanisms allegedly used for the 
mass murders, and how the crimes’ 
traces were erased, if at all. A few 
entries discuss toxicological issues 
surrounding the various lethal gases 
claimed to have been used. 

This encyclopedia has multiple en- 
tries on some common claims about 
aspects of the Holocaust, including a 
list of “Who said it?” This way we can 
quickly find proof for these claims. 

Finally, several entries address fac- 
tors that have influenced the creation 
of the Holocaust narrative, and how 
we perceive it today. This includes 
entries on psychological warfare and 
wartime propaganda; on conditions 
prevailing during investigations and 
trials of alleged Holocaust perpetra- 
tors; on censorship against historical 
dissidents; on the religious dimension 
of the Holocaust narrative; and on mo- 
tives of all sides involved in creating 
and spreading their diverse Holocaust 
narratives. 

In this important volume, now with 
579 entries, you will discover many 
astounding aspects of the Holocaust 
narrative that you did not even know 
exist. 
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The Holocaust: An Introduction. By 
Thomas Dalton. The Holocaust was 
perhaps the greatest crime of the 20th 
Century. Six million Jews, we are 
told, died by gassing, shooting, and 
deprivation. But: Where did the six- 
million figure come from? How, exact- 
ly, did the gas chambers work? Why 
do we have so little physical evidence 
from major death camps? Why haven’t 
we found even a fraction of the six mil- 
lion bodies, or their ashes? Why has 
there been so much media suppres- 
sion and governmental censorship on 
this topic? In a sense, the Holocaust is 
the greatest murder mystery in histo- 
ry. It is a topic of greatest importance 
for the present day. Let’s explore the 
evidence, and see where it leads. 128 
pp. pb, 6”x9”, ill., bibl., index. 


Auschwitz: A Three-Quarter Century 
of Propaganda: Origins, Development 
and Decline of the “Gas Chamber” 
Propaganda Lie. By Carlo Mattogno. 
Wild rumors were circulating about 
Auschwitz during WWII: Germans 
testing war gases; mass murder in 
electrocution chambers, with gas 
showers or pneumatic hammers; liv- 
ing people sent on conveyor belts into 
furnaces; grease and soap made of 
the victims. Nothing of it was true. 
When the Soviets captured Auschwitz 
in early 1945, they reported that 4 
million inmates were killed on elec- 
trocution conveyor belts discharging 
their load directly into furnaces. That 
wasn’t true either. After the war, 
“witnesses” and “experts” added more 
claims: mass murder with gas bombs, 
gas chambers made of canvas; crema- 
toria burning 400 million victims... 
Again, none of it was true. This book 
gives an overview of the many rumors 
and lies about Auschwitz today reject- 
ed as untrue, and exposes the ridicu- 
lous methods that turned some claims 
into “history,” although they are just 
as untrue. 125 pp. pb, 6”x9”, ill., bibl., 
index, b&w ill. 


Auschwitz: A Judge Looks at the Evi- 
dence. By Wilhelm Staglich. Ausch- 
witz is the epicenter of the Holocaust, 
where more people are said to have 
been murdered than anywhere else. 


The most important evidence for this 
claim was presented during two trials: 
the International Military Tribunal of 
1945/46, and the German Auschwitz 
Trial of 1963-1965. In this book, 
Wilhelm Staglich, a former German 
judge, reveals the incredibly scandal- 
ous way in which Allied victors and 
German courts bent and broke the law 
in order to come to politically foregone 
conclusions. Staglich also exposes the 
superficial way in which historians 
are dealing with the many incongrui- 
ties and discrepancies of the historical 
record. 3rd edition 2015, 422 pp. pb, 
6“x9", b&w ill. 


Hilberg’s Giant with Feet of Clay. By 
Jiirgen Graf. Raul Hilberg’s major 
work The Destruction of the European 
Jews is generally considered the stan- 
dard work on the Holocaust. The criti- 
cal reader might ask: what evidence 
does Hilberg provide to back his the- 
sis that there was a German plan to 
exterminate Jews, to be carried out 
in the legendary gas chambers? And 
what evidence supports his estimate 
of 5.1 million Jewish victims? Jurgen 
Graf applies the methods of critical 
analysis to Hilberg’s evidence, and ex- 
amines the results in the light of revi- 
sionist historiography. The results of 
Graf's critical analysis are devastat- 
ing for Hilberg. Graf’s analysis is the 
first comprehensive and systematic 
examination of the leading spokes- 
person for the orthodox version of the 
Jewish fate during the Third Reich. 
8rd edition 2022, 182 pp. pb, 6“x9“, 
b&w ill. 


Exactitude: Festschrift for Prof. Dr. 
Robert Faurisson. By R.H. Countess, 
C. Lindtner, G. Rudolf (eds.)_Fauris- 
son probably deserves the title of the 
most-courageous intellectual of the 
20th and the early 21st Century. With 
bravery and steadfastness, he chal- 
lenged the dark forces of historical 
and political fraud with his unrelent- 
ing exposure of their lies and hoaxes 
surrounding the orthodox Holocaust 
narrative. This book describes and 
celebrates the man and his work dedi- 
cated to accuracy and marked by in- 
submission. 146 pp. pb, 6”x9”, b&w ill. 
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Auschwitz — Forensically Examined. 
By Cyrus Cox. Modern forensic crime- 
scene investigations can reveal a lot 
about the Holocaust. There are many 
big tomes about this. But if you want 
it all in a nutshell, read this book- 
let. It condenses the most-important 
findings of Auschwitz forensics into 
a quick and easy read. In the first 
section, the forensic investigations 
conducted so far are reviewed. In the 
second section, the most-important re- 
sults of these studies are summarized. 
The main arguments focus on two top- 
ics. The first centers around the poi- 
son allegedly used at Auschwitz for 
mass murder: Zyklon B. Did it leave 
any traces in masonry where it was 
used? Can it be detected to this day? 
The second topic deals with mass cre- 
mations. Did the crematoria of Ausch- 
witz have the claimed huge capacity? 
Do air photos taken during the war 
confirm witness statements on huge 
smoking pyres? This book gives the 
answers, together with many refer- 
ences to source material and further 
reading. The third section reports on 
how the establishment has reacted to 
these research results. 2nd ed., 128 
pp. pb., b&w ill, bibl., index. 


Ulysses’s Lie. By Paul Rassiner. Ho- 
locaust revisionism began with this 
book: Frenchman Rassinier, a pacifist 
and socialist, was sent first to Buchen- 
wald Camp in 1944, then to Dora-Mit- 
telbau. Here he reports from his own 
experience how the prisoners turned 
each other’s imprisonment into hell 
without being forced to do so. In the 
second part, Rassinier analyzes the 
books of former fellow prisoners, and 
shows how they lied and distorted in 
order to hide their complicity. First 
complete English edition, including 
Rassinier’s prologue, Albert Paraz’s 
preface, and press reviews. 270 pp, 
6”x9” pb, bibl, index. 

The Second Babylonian Captivity: 
The Fate of the Jews in Eastern Eu- 
rope since 1941. By Steffen Werner. 
“But if they were not murdered, where 
did the six million deported Jews end 
up?” This objection demands a well- 
founded response. While researching 
an entirely different topic, Werner 
stumbled upon peculiar demographic 
data of Belorussia. Years of research 
subsequently revealed more evidence 
which eventually allowed him to 


propose: The Third Reich did indeed 
deport many of the Jews of Europe 
to Eastern Europe in order to settle 
them there “in the swamp.” This book 
shows what really happened to the 
Jews deported to the East by the Na- 
tional Socialists, how they have fared 
since. It provides context for hitherto- 
obscure historical events and obviates 
extreme claims such as genocide and 
gas chambers. With a preface by Ger- 
mar Rudolf. 190 pp. pb, 6”x9”, b&w 
ill., bibl., index 

Holocaust_Skepticism: 20 Questions 
and Answers about Holocaust Revi- 
sionism. By Germar Rudolf. This 15- 
page brochure introduces the novice 
to the concept of Holocaust revision- 
ism, and answers 20 tough questions, 
among them: What does Holocaust 
revisionism claim? Why should I take 
Holocaust revisionism more seriously 
than the claim that the earth is flat? 
How about the testimonies by survi- 
vors and confessions by perpetrators? 
What about the pictures of corpse 
piles in the camps? Why does it mat- 
ter how many Jews were killed by the 
Nazis, since even 1,000 would have 
been too many? ... Glossy full-color 
brochure. PDF file free of charge avail- 
able at www.HolocaustHandbooks. 
com, Option “Promotion”. This item 
is not copyright-protected. Hence, you 
can do with it whatever you want: 
download, post, email, print, multi- 


ply, hand out, sell... 20 pp., stapled, | 


8.5“x11“, full-color throughout. 


Bungled: “Denying the Holocaust” 
How Deborah Lipstadt Botched Her 
Attempt to Demonstrate the Grow- 
ing Assault on Truth and Memory. By 
Germar Rudolf. With her book Deny- 
ing the Holocaust, Deborah Lipstadt 
tried to show the flawed methods 
and extremist motives of “Holocaust 
deniers.” This book demonstrates 
that Dr. Lipstadt clearly has neither 
understood the principles of science 
and scholarship, nor has she any clue 
about the historical topics she is writ- 
ing about. She misquotes, mistrans- 
lates, misrepresents, misinterprets, 
and makes a plethora of wild claims 
without backing them up with any- 
thing. Rather than dealing thoroughly 
with factual arguments, Lipstadt’s 
book is full of ad hominem attacks 
on her opponents. It is an exercise 
in anti-intellectual pseudo-scientific 
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arguments, an exhibition of ideologi- 
cal radicalism that rejects anything 
which contradicts its preset conclu- 
sions. F for FAIL. 2nd ed., 224 pp. pb, 
6”x9”, bibl., index, b&w ill. 


Bungled: “Denying History’. How 
Michael Shermer and Alex Grobman 
Botched Their Attempt to Refute 
Those Who Say the Holocaust Never 
Happened. By Carolus Magnus (C. 
Mattogno). Skeptic Magazine editor 
Michael Shermer and Alex Grobman 
from the Simon Wiesenthal Center 
wrote a book claiming to be “a thor- 
ough and thoughtful answer to all the 
claims of the Holocaust deniers.” As 
this book shows, however, Shermer 
and Grobman completely ignored 
almost all the “claims” made in the 
more than 10,000 pages of more-re- 
cent cutting-edge revisionist archival 
and forensic research. Furthermore, 
they piled up a heap of falsifications, 
contortions, omissions and fallacious 
interpretations of the evidence. Fi- 
nally, what the authors claim to have 
demolished is not revisionism but a ri- 
diculous parody of it. They ignored the 
known unreliability of their cherry- 
picked selection of evidence, utilized 
unverified and incestuous sources, 
and obscured the massive body of 
research and all the evidence that 
dooms their project to failure. 162 pp. 
pb, 6x9”, bibl., index, b&w ill. 


Bungled: “Debunking Holocaust De- 
nial Theories”. How James and Lance 
Morcan Botched Their Attempt to Af- 
firm the Historicity of the Nazi Geno- 
cide. By Carolus Magnus. The novel- 
ists and movie-makers James and 
Lance Morcan have produced a book 
“to end [Holocaust] denial once and for 
all” by disproving “the various argu- 
ments Holocaust deniers use to try to 
discredit wartime records.” It’s a lie. 
First, the Morcans completely ignored 
the vast amount of recent scholarly 
studies published by revisionists; they 
don’t even mention them. Instead, 
they engage in shadowboxing, creat- 
ing some imaginary, bogus “revision- 
ist” scarecrow which they then tear to 
pieces. In addition, their knowledge 
even of their own side’s source mate- 
rial is dismal, and the way they back 
up their misleading or false claims is 
pitifully inadequate. 144 pp. pb, 6x9”, 
bibl., index, b&w ill. 


Stalin’s War of Extermination 1941- 
1945. By Joachim Hoffmann. A Ger- 
man government historian documents 
Stalin’s murderous war against the 
German army and the German people. 
Based on the author’s lifelong study of 
German and Russian military records, 
this book reveals the Red Army’s gris- 
ly record of atrocities against soldiers 
and civilians, as ordered by Stalin. 
Since the 1920s, Stalin planned to in- 
vade Western Europe to initiate the 
“World Revolution.” He prepared an 
attack which was unparalleled in his- 
tory. The Germans noticed Stalin’s ag- 
gressive intentions, but they underes- 
timated the strength of the Red Army. 
What unfolded was the cruelest war 
in history. This book shows how Stalin 
and his Bolshevik henchman used un- 
imaginable violence and atrocities to 
break any resistance in the Red Army 
and to force their unwilling soldiers to 
fight against the Germans. The book 
explains how Soviet propagandists 
incited their soldiers to unlimited ha- 
tred against everything German, and 
he gives the reader a short but ex- 
tremely unpleasant glimpse into what 
happened when these Soviet soldiers 
finally reached German soil in 1945: A 
gigantic wave of looting, arson, rape, 
torture, and mass murder... 428 pp. 
pb, 6“x9“, bibl., index, b&w ill. 


Who Started World War IT: Truth for 
a War-Torn World. By Udo Walendy. 
For seven decades, mainstream his- 
torians have insisted that Germany 
was the main, if not the sole culprit 
for unleashing World War II in Eu- 
rope. In the present book this myth 
is refuted. There is available to the 
public today a great number of docu- 
ments on the foreign policies of the 
Great Powers before September 1939 
as well as a wealth of literature in the 
form of memoirs of the persons direct- 
ly involved in the decisions that led 
to the outbreak of World War II. To- 
gether, they made possible Walendy’s 
present mosaic-like reconstruction of 
the events before the outbreak of the 
war in 1939. This book has been pub- 
lished only after an intensive study of 
sources, taking the greatest care to 
minimize speculation and inference. 
The present edition has been translat- 
ed completely anew from the German 
original and has been slightly revised. 
500 pp. pb, 6”x9”, index, bibl., b&w ill. 
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The Day Amazon Murdered Free 
Speech. By Germar Rudolf. Amazon is 
the world’s biggest book retailer. They 
dominate the U.S. and several foreign 
markets. Pursuant to the 1998 decla- 
ration of Amazon’s founder Jeff Bezos 
to offer “the good, the bad and the 
ugly,” customers once could buy every 
title that was in print and was legal to 
sell. However, in early 2017, a series 
of anonymous bomb threats against 
Jewish community centers occurred in 
the U.S., fueling a campaign by Jew- 
ish groups to coax Amazon into ban- 
ning revisionist writings. On March 
6, 2017, Amazon caved in and banned 
more than 100 books with dissenting 
viewpoints on the Holocaust. In April 
2017, an Israeli Jew was arrested for 
having placed the fake bomb threats. 
But Amazon kept its new censorship 
policy: They next culled any literature 
critical of Jews or Judaism; then they 
enforced these bans at all its subsidia- 
ries, such as AbeBooks and The Book 
Depository; then they banned books 
other pressure groups don’t like; fi- 
nally, they bullied Ingram, who has a 
book-distribution monopoly in the US, 
to enforce the same rules by banning 
from the entire world-wide book mar- 
ket all books Amazon doesn’t like... 
3rd ed., 158 pp. pb, 6”x9”, bibl., color 
illustrations throughout. 


The First Ztindel Trial: The Tran- 
script. In the early 1980s, Ernst Ziin- 
del, a German living in Toronto, was 
indicted for allegedly spreading “false 
news’ by selling copies of Harwood’s 
brochure Did Six Million Really Die?, 
which challenged the accuracy of the 
orthodox Holocaust narrative. When 
the case went to court in 1985, so- 
called Holocaust experts and “eyewit- 
nesses” of the alleged homicidal gas 
chambers at Auschwitz were cross-ex- 
amined for the first time in history by 
a competent and skeptical legal team. 
The results were absolutely devastat- 
ing for the Holocaust orthodoxy. For 
decades, these mind-boggling trial 
transcripts were hidden from pub- 
lic view. Now, for the first time, they 
have been published in print in this 
new book — unabridged and unedited. 
820 pp. pb, 8.5“x11“ 


The Holocaust on Trial: The Second 


spreading false news about the Holo- 
caust” took place in Toronto. This book 
is introduced by a brief autobiographic 
summary of Ziindel’s early life, and an 
overview of the evidence introduced 
during the First Ziindel Trial. This is 
followed by a detailed summary of the 
testimonies of all the witnesses who 
testified during the Second Ziindel 
Trial. This was the most-comprehen- 
sive and -competent argument ever 
fought in a court of law over the Holo- 
caust. The arguments presented have 
fueled revisionism like no other event 
before, in particular Fred Leuchter’s 
expert report on the gas chambers 
of Auschwitz and Majdanek, and the 


testimony of British historian David | 


Irving. Critically annotated edition 


with a foreword by Germar Rudolf. | 


410 pp. pb, 6“x9“, index. 


The Second Ziindel Trial: Excerpts 


from the Transcript. By Barbara Ku- 
laszka (ed.). In contrast to Ernst Ztin- 
del’s book The Holocaust on Trial (see 
earlier description), this book focuses 
entirely on the Second Ziindel Trial by 
exclusively quoting, paraphrasing and 
summarizing the entire trial tran- 
script... 498 pp. pb, 8.5“x11“, bibl., 
index, b&w ill. 


Resistance Is Obligatory! By Germar 
Rudolf. In 2005, Rudolf, dissident 
publisher of revisionist literature, 
was kidnapped by the U.S. govern- 
ment and deported to Germany. There 
aa show trial was staged. Rudolf was 
not permitted to defend his histori- 
cal opinions. Yet he defended himself 
anyway: Rudolf gave a 7-day speech- 
proving that only the revisionists are 
scholarly in their approach, whereas 


the Holocaust orthodoxy is merely | 


pseudo-scientific. He then explained 


why it is everyone’s obligation to re- | 
sist, without violence, a government | 


which throws peaceful dissidents 
into dungeons. When Rudolf tried to 
publish his defence speech as a book, 
the public prosecutor initiated a new 
criminal investigation against him. 
After his probation time ended in 
2011, he dared publish this speech 
anyway... 2nd ed. 2016, 378 pp. pb, 
6x9", b&w ill. 


Hunting Germar Rudolf: Essays on a 
Modern-Day Witch Hunt. By Germar 


Trial against Ernst Ziindel 1988. By 
Ernst Ziindel. In 1988, the appeal 
trial of Ernst Ziindel for “knowingly 


Rudolf. German-born revisionist ac- 
tivist, author and publisher Germar 
Rudolf describes which events made 
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him convert from a Holocaust believer 
to a Holocaust skeptic, quickly rising 
to a leading personality within the 
revisionist movement. This in turn 
unleashed a tsunami of persecution 
against him: lost his job, denied his 
PhD exam, destruction of his family, 
driven into exile, slandered by the 
mass media, literally hunted, caught, 
put on a show trial where filing mo- 
tions to introduce evidence is illegal 
under the threat of further prosecu- 
tion, and finally locked up in prison 
for years for nothing else than his 
peaceful yet controversial scholarly 
writings. In several essays, Rudolf 
takes the reader on a journey through 
an absurd world of government and 
societal persecution which most of us 
could never even fathom actually ex- 
ists in a “Western democracy”... 304 
pp. pb, 6“x9*, bibl., index, b&w ill. 


Love: The Pursuit of Happiness. By 
Germar Rudolf. Rudolf’s autobiog- 
raphy on the sensual and emotional 
aspects of his life: love, affection, ro- 
mance and erotica, as well as the lack 
of it. It tells about his human relation- 
ships with parents, siblings, friends 
and girlfriends, wives and children — 
and with a little puppy called Daisy; 
about his trials and tribulations as 
a lover and husband, and most im- 
portantly as a father of five children. 
This book might assist many readers 
to understand themselves and to help 
resolve or avoid relationship conflicts. 
It is an account filled with both humil- 
ity and humor. Ca. 230 pp. pb, 6”x9” 
(to appear in late 2024) 


The Book of the Shulchan Aruch. 
By Erich Bischoff. Most people have 
heard of the Talmud-that compendi- 
um of Jewish laws. The Talmud, how- 
ever, is vast and largely inscrutable. 
Fortunately, back in the mid-1500s, a 
Jewish rabbi created a condensed ver- 
sion of it: the Shulchan Aruch. A fair 
number of passages in it discuss non- 
Jews. The laws of Judaism hold Gen- 
tiles in very low regard; they can be 
cheated, lied to, abused, even killed, if 
it serves Jewish interests. Bischoff, an 
expert in Jewish religious law, wrote 
a summary and analysis of this book. 
He shows us many dark corners of the 
Jewish religion. 152 pp. pb, 6”x9”. 


Hitler’s Revolution: Ideology, Social 
Programs, Foreign Affairs. By Rich- 
ard Tedor. Defying all boycotts, Adolf 


Hitler transformed Germany from a 
bankrupt state to the powerhouse of 
Europe within just four years, thus 
becoming Germany’s most popular 
leader ever. How was this possible? 
This study tears apart the dense web 
of calumny surrounding this contro- 
versial figure. It draws on nearly 200 
published German sources, many 
from the Nazi era, as well as docu- 
ments from British, U.S., and Soviet 
archives that describe not only what 
Hitler did but, more importantly, why 
he did it. These sourcs also reveal the 
true war objectives of the democracies 
—a taboo subject for orthodox histo- 
rlans — and the resulting world war 
against Germany. This book is aimed 
at anyone who feels that something is 
missing from conventional accounts. 
2nd ed., 309 pp. pb, 6”x9”, index, bibl. 


Hitler on the Jews. By Thomas Dalton. 
That Adolf Hitler spoke out against 
the Jews is beyond obvious. But of the 
thousands of books and articles writ- 
ten on Hitler, virtually none quotes 
Hitler’s exact words on the Jews. The 
reason for this is clear: Those in po- 
sitions of influence have incentives to 
present a simplistic picture of Hitler 
as a blood-thirsty tyrant. However, 
Hitler’s take on the Jews is far more 
complex and sophisticated. In this 
book, for the first time, you can make 
up your own mind by reading nearly 
every idea that Hitler put forth about 
the Jews, in considerable detail and in 
full context. This is the first book ever 
to compile his remarks on the Jews. 
As you will discover, Hitler’s analysis 
of the Jews, though hostile, is erudite, 
detailed, and — surprise, surprise — 
largely aligns with events of recent 
decades. There are many lessons here 
for the modern-day world to learn. 200 
pp. pb, 6x9”, index, bibl. 


Goebbels on the Jews. By Thomas 
Dalton. From the age of 26 until his 
death in 1945, Joseph Goebbels kept a 
near-daily diary. It gives us a detailed 
look at the attitudes of one of the 
highest-ranking men in Nazi Germa- 
ny. Goebbels shared Hitler’s dislike of 
the Jews, and likewise wanted them 
removed from the Reich. Ultimately, 
Goebbels and others sought to remove 
the Jews completely from Europe— 
perhaps to the island of Madagascar. 
This would be the “final solution” to 
the Jewish Question. Nowhere in the 
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diary does Goebbels discuss any Hitler 
order to kill the Jews, nor is there any 
reference to extermination camps, gas 
chambers, or any methods of system- 
atic mass-murder. Goebbels acknowl- 
edges that Jews did indeed die by the 
thousands; but the range and scope 
of killings evidently fall far short of 
the claimed figure of 6 million. This 
book contains, for the first time, every 
significant diary entry relating to the 
Jews or Jewish policy. Also included 
are partial or full transcripts of 10 
major essays by Goebbels on the Jews. 
274 pp. pb, 6”x9”, index, bibl. 


The Jewish Hand in the World Wars. 
By Thomas Dalton. For many centu- 
ries, Jews have had a negative repu- 
tation in many countries. The reasons 
given are plentiful, but less-well- 
known is their involvement in war. 
When we examine the causal factors 
for wars, and look at their primary 
beneficiaries, we repeatedly find a 
Jewish presence. Throughout history, 
Jews have played an exceptionally 
active role in promoting and inciting 
wars. With their long-notorious influ- 
ence in government, we find recurrent 
instances of Jews promoting hard-line 
stances, being uncompromising, and 
actively inciting people to hatred. Jew- 
ish misanthropy, rooted in Old Testa- 
ment mandates, and combined with a 
ruthless materialism, has led them, 
time and again, to instigate warfare 
if it served their larger interests. This 
fact explains much about the present- 
day world. In this book, Thomas Dal- 
ton examines in detail the Jewish 
hand in the two world wars. Along the 
way, he dissects Jewish motives and 
Jewish strategies for maximizing gain 
amidst warfare, reaching back centu- 
ries. 2nd ed., 231 pp. pb, 6”x9”, index, 
bibl. 


Eternal Strangers: Critical Views of 
Jews and Judaism through the Ages. 
By Thomas Dalton. It is common 


knowledge that Jews have been dis- 
liked for centuries. But why? Our best 
hope for understanding this recurrent 
‘anti-Semitism’ is to study the history: 
to look at the actual words written by 
prominent critics of the Jews, in con- 
text, and with an eye to any common 
patterns that might emerge. Such a 
study reveals strikingly consistent 
observations: Jews are seen in very 
negative, yet always similar terms. 
The persistence of such comments is 
remarkable and strongly suggests 
that the cause for such animosity re- 
sides in the Jews themselves—in their 
attitudes, their values, their ethnic 
traits and their beliefs.. This book 
addresses the modern-day “Jewish 
problem” in all its depth—something 
which is arguably at the root of many 
of the world’s social, political and eco- 
nomic problems. 186 pp. pb, 6”x9”, in- 
dex, bibl. 


Streicher, Rosenberg, and the Jews: 
The Nuremberg Transcripts. By 
Thomas Dalton. Who, apart from Hit- 
ler, contrived the Nazi view on the 
Jews? And what were these master 
ideologues thinking? During the post- 
war International Military Tribunal 
at Nuremberg, the most-interesting 
men on trial regarding this question 
were two with a special connection to 
the “Jewish Question”: Alfred Rosen- 
berg and Julius Streicher. The cases 
against them, and their personal tes- 
timonies, examined for the first time 
nearly all major aspects of the Holo- 
caust story: the “extermination” the- 
sis, the gas chambers, the gas vans, 
the shootings in the East, and the “6 
million.” The truth of the Holocaust 
has been badly distorted for decades 
by the powers that be. Here we have 
the rare opportunity to hear firsthand 
from two prominent figures in Nazi 
Germany. Their voices, and their ver- 
batim transcripts from the IMT, lend 
some much-needed clarity to the situ- 
ation. 330 pp. pb, 6”x9”, index, bibl. 
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